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FOREWORD 


At the close in July 1958 of the Fifteenth International Congress of 
Zoology there was a considerable number of cases on which decisions 
had been taken by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature and on which Opinions had been prepared but had not at that 
time been actually sent to the printer. The Committee of Management 
of the International Trust for Zoological Nomenclature invited me on 
20th August 1958 to assist its work by undertaking the duty of seeing 
through the press the concluding instalment of Opinions rendered during 
my term of service as Secretary to the Commission. I accepted the 
invitation so addressed to me and it was thus that in an honorary capacity 
I have acted as Editor of the present volume. 


2. The volume now presented contains thirty-five Opinions rendered in 
1958 on various dates between 30th April and 8th July. The Opinions 
in question are Opinions 534 to 568. The present volume was published 
in 36 Parts (of which the last was the index Part). In all, it contains 
462 pages (T.P.—XIV, 1—448). 


3. Of the thirty-five Opinions included in the present volume, two deal 
simultaneously with names belonging to two different Classes in the 
Animal Kingdom, thus bringing the total number of cases up to thirty- 
seven. Nine of the applications relating to these cases were submitted 
by more than one author and when account is taken of this fact, the total 
number of applicants is seen to be forty-five. 


4. Thirty-five of the applications dealt with in the Opinions included 
in the present volume were concerned with individual names and two 
were concerned exclusively with the status of zoological works. Of the 
thirty-five dealing with individual names, thirty-one (88 per cent.) involved 
the use by the Commission of its Plenary Powers. Those Powers were 
not used in the cases concerned with the status of zoological works. 


5. The thirty-five applications relating to individual names dealt with 
in the present group of Opinions, when arranged by reference to the 
Classes of the Animal Kingdom to which the genera or species concerned 
belong, are distributed as follows :—Rhizopoda, 1; Trilobita, 2; 
Crustacea, 4; Insecta, 13; Gastropoda, 4; Pelecypoda, 1; Cephalopoda, 
4; Reptilia, 3; Aves, 2; Mammalia, 1. Of these, the thirty-one which 


VI 


involved the use of the Plenary Powers are :—Rhizopoda, 1; Trilobita, 
2; Crustacea, 2; Insecta, 12 ; Gastropoda, 4; Pelecypoda, 1 ; Cepha- 
lopoda, 4; Reptilia, 3; Aves, 1; Mammalia, 1. 


6. When the forty-five applicants are arranged by reference to the 
countries in which they are resident, applications are seen to have been 
received from the following countries (in alphabetical order) :—Canada, 
1; Denmark, 4; France, 1 ; Germany, 1; Netherlands, 1 ; Sweden, | ; 
United Kingdom, 20; United States of America, 15 ; Venezuela, 1. 


7. By the Rulings given in the Opinions comprised in the present 
volume, a total of 266 names were added to the Official Lists and corres- 
ponding Official Indexes relating to specific names, generic names and 
family-group names, and the titles of two zoological works were added 
to the Official Index of zoological works. The distribution of these 
entries is seen to be as follows :— 


TABLE 1 


Additions to the ‘‘ Official Lists ’’ and ‘* Official Indexes ”’ respectively 
made by Rulings given in ‘‘ Opinions ”’ included in the present volume 


Category Official Lists Official Indexes 


Specific Names 78 33 

Generic Names 49 61 

Family-Group 
Names 

Titles of Works 


Totals 


Vil 


8. The total number of entries on the various Official Lists and 
Official Indexes made by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in the period up to the close of the present volume 
amounted to five thousand, five hundred and ninety-four. The distribu- 
tion of these entries as between the various Lists and Indexes is shown in 
the following Table :— 


TABLE 2 


Entries on “ Official Lists? and “‘ Official Indexes”? made by the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in the period 
up to 8th July 1958 (inclusive) 


Category Official Lists Official Indexes 


Specific Names 1667 597 
Generic Names STAI 1282 
Family-Group 

Names 273 304 
Titles of Works 38 62 


Totals 3349 2245 


9. The thirty-five cases dealing with individual names published in the 
present volume contain seventy-five comments from interested specialists. 
One comment was a joint communication from two specialists and three 
comments related to two Classes of the Animal Kingdom. When 
account is taken of these facts, a total number of seventy-three specialists 
contributed comments on cases relating to individual names dealt with 
in the present volume. Two specialists commented on the applications 
relating to the status of zoological works. 
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10. If the comments relating to individual names are grouped according 
to the Class in the Animal Kingdom to which the genus or species con- 
cerned belongs, the distribution of the comments is found to be as 
follows :—Rhizopoda, 2; Trilobita, 8; Crustacea, 20; Insecta, 28 ; 
Gastropoda, 5; Cephalopoda, 4; Reptilia, 6; Aves, 2. 


11. When the authors of the comments contained in the Opinions 
published in the present volume are grouped by reference to their country 
of residence, the distribution is found to be as follows :—Australia, 2 ; 
Belgium, 1 ; Canada, 1; Ceylon, 1; China, | ; Denmark, 3; France, 
2; Germany, 4; India, 1; Italy, 1 ; Netherlands, 4; New Zealand, 1 ; 
Norway, 2; Sweden, 3; Switzerland, 1; Union of South Africa, 3 ; 
United Kingdom, 22; United States of America, 20. ; 


12. As the present is the last volume concerned with the publication 
of the Commission’s Opinions with which I shall be concerned, it may 
perhaps be in place to recall that, during the period in which I held the 
Office of Secretary to the Commission, I prepared five hundred and 
seventy-nine documents on its behalf. Of these four hundred and thirty- 
five were Opinions (Opinions 134—568), forty-one were Declarations 
(Declarations 1—41) and one hundred and three were Directions (Directions 
1—103). 


FRANCIS HEMMING 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature during the 
period September 1936 to July 1958 


28 Park Village East, 
Regent’s Park, 
LONDON, N.W.1. 


29th April 1959. 
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OPINION 534 


EMENDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS TO ‘“‘SCONCHOECIA”’ 
OF THE GENERIC NAME ‘‘ CONCHAECIA”’ DANA (J.D.), 1849, 
AND DESIGNATION UNDER THE SAME POWERS OF A 
TYPE SPECIES IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED 
USAGE FOR THE GENUS SO NAMED (CLASS 
CRUSTACEA, ORDER OSTRACODA) 


RULING :—(1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) The emendation to Conchoecia of the generic name Conchaecia Dana 
(J.D.), 1849, is hereby validated. 


(b) The nominal species Conchoecia magna Claus, 1874, is hereby designated 
to be the type species of the foregoing genus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Conchoecia (emend. under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above of 
Conchaecia) Dana (J.D.), 1849 (gender : feminine) (type species, by 
designation under. the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above: Conchoecia 
magna Claus, 1874) (Name No. 1323) ; 


(b) Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853] (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
selection by Sylvester-Bradley (P.C.) (1956): Conchaecia inflata Dana 
(J.D.), 1849) (Name No. 1324). 


(3) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
#22? :— 


Conchaecia Dana (J.D.), 1849 (a name rejected under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(a) above as an Invalid Original Spelling for Conchoecia). 


(4) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) magna Claus, 1874, as published in the combination Conchoecia magna 
(specific name of type species of Conchoecia (emend. of Conchaecia) 
Dana (J.D.), 1849) (Name No. 1590) ; 


(b) inflata Dana (J.D.), 1849, as published in the combination Conchaecia 
inflata (specific name of type species of Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853]) 
(Name No. 1591). 


(5) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) HALOCYPRIDIDAE (correction of HALOCYPRIDAE) Dana (J.D.), [1853] (type 
genus : Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853]) (Name No. 252) ; 


Ragirucnais: - ac 
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(b) CONCHOECIIDAE (correction of CONCHOECIDAE) Sars, [1866] (type genus : 
Conchoecia Dana (J.D.), 1849) (for use by any specialist who may 
regard this name as representing a taxon distinct from HALOCYPRIDIDAE) 
(Name No. 253). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) HALOCYPRIDAE Dana (J.D.), [1853] (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
HALOCYPRIDIDAE) (Name No. 282) ; 


(b) CONCHOECIDAE Sars, [1866] (an Invalid Original Spelling for CONCHOECIDAE) 
(Name No. 283). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 22nd March 1955 there was received in the Office of the Commission 
a preliminary application for the use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose, 
partly of validating the emendation to Conchoecia of the generic name 
Conchaecia Dana, 1849 (Class Crustacea, Order Ostracoda) and partly of desig- 
nating a type species in harmony with accustomed usage for the genus so named. 
The above application had been prepared by Mr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley 
(University of Sheffield, England, and then of the University of Kansas, Lawrence, 
Kansas, U.S.A.). After an exchange of correspondence between the Secretary 
and the applicant which led to the clarification of certain matters dealt with, 
the application was submitted to the Commission in final form by Mr. Sylvester- 
Bradley on 17th May 1956. The application so submitted was as follows :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers for validating the currently accepted 
spelling ‘‘ Conchoecia ’’ for the generic name ‘‘ Conchaecia ’’ Dana, 
1849 (Class Crustacea, Order Ostracoda) and for the designation 
of a type species in harmony with accustomed usage 


By P. C. SYLVESTER-BRADLEY 
(University of Sheffield, England, and University of Kansas, U.S.A.) 


with an Appendix by E. J. ILES 
(University of Manchester, England) 


The object of the present application is, first, to secure the validation of the 
spelling Conchoecia which for over a hundred years has been in current use for 
the Ostracod introduced under the name Conchaecia by Dana in 1849 (Proc. 
amer. Acad. Arts Sci. 2 : 9-61)*—the most abundant and probably best- 
known planktonic marine Ostracod genus in existence ; and, secondly, to 
designate as type species of the genus a species which will ensure the name will 
continue in use in the accustomed sense. 


* The date for this name is given by Neave in his Nomenclator as “‘ (? 1849) 1852”. The 
correct date is “‘ 1849”. Dana’s paper appears to have been published on November 8, 
1849. Volume 2 appeared between May 1848 and May 1852. An abstract of the article 
in question appeared in the American Journal of Science for 1849. 
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2. Dana introduced the name Conchaecia in 1849 for four species of 
_ Ostracod (op. cit. : 51-53). In 1853 (U.S. explor. Exped. 1838-1842.14 : 1277- 
1618) he changed the spelling to Conchoecia. This change must be regarded 
in the terms introduced at Copenhagen, 1953 (Copenhagen Decisions zool. 
Nomencl. : 44), as an Invalid Emendation. Notwithstanding this, it has 
been universally adopted with the revised spelling, and no use of the former 
spelling (apart from bibliographic references) is known to the author—this 
despite the fact that the genus represents an extremely well-known group of 
abundant, cosmopolitan, planktonic Ostracods. (Miiller, 1912 (Das Tierreich, 
Leif. 31), recognises eighty species.) 


3. The four species introduced by Dana in 1849 under the generic name 
were all new and were named respectively : C. agilis, C. rostrata, C. brevi- 
rostris, and C. inflata (: 52). 


4. No subsequent selection of a type species has yet been made. The two 
latter species listed were later removed by Dana to another genus, Halocypris 
Dana, [1853] (U.S. explor. Exped. 13/14(2) : 1301) (see paragraph 7 below). 
Dr. E. J. Iles, in Appendix A to the present application shows that neither of 
the two former nominal species would make a happy choice as type species, 
as it is not possible, from Dana’s description, to make out which of the 
characters now considered diagnostic of the genus is possessed by either of 
them, and type specimens have not been preserved. No author other than 
Dana himself appears to have since recognised either species. Dr. Iles 
therefore recommends that, in order to place the genus Conchoecia on a firm 
basis, the Commission should use its Plenary Powers to designate as type 
species a species whose characters are well-known, and which agree with 
those currently recognised as those of the genus in its restricted sense. The 
species which, on these grounds, he recommends should be designated as 
type species is Conchoecia magna Claus (1874, Schriften Zool. Inhalts, Wien, 
1:6; pl. 1, fig. 6’c ; pl. 2, fig. 16, 18), and accordingly this recommendation 
is included in the present application. 


5. The genus is the type genus of the family introduced in the form 
CONCHOECIDAE by Sars, [1866] (Forh. VidenskSelsk. Krist. 1865 : 1-130). 
Correctly the family-name based on the spelling Conchoecia should be 
CONCHOECIIDAE. 


6. Currently many taxonomists believe the genera Conchoecia and 
Halocypris to be members of the same subfamily. The genus Halocypris 
is the type genus of the family introduced by Dana ([1853] : 1281) under 
the name HALOCYPRIDAE, but correctly spelled HALOCYPRIDIDAE. This 
family name is therefore a senior subjective synonym of the name 
CONCHOECIIDAE. 


7. The genus Halocypris was introduced by Dana (({1853] : 52) for the two 
species Conchaecia inflata Dana, 1849, and C. brevirostris Dana, 1849. 
G. W. Miiller (1912 : 58) regarded these two names as synonyms using the 
name Halocypris inflata for the resulting taxon. No type species has as 
yet, however, been definitely selected, and I therefore formally now select 
Conchaecia inflata Dana, 1849, to be the type species of the genus Halocypris 
Dana, [1853]. 


8. It would be pedantic in the extreme and contrary to the interests of 
stability and universality to insist in the case of Conchoecia on the strict 
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application of the provisions made at Copenhagen, which would result in a 
change in the spelling of a name which has been in universal use for 102 years. 


9. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is 
accordingly asked :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers :— 


(a) to validate the currently accepted emendation to Conchoecia of 
the generic name Conchaecia Dana (J.D.), 1849 ; 


(b) to designate as the type species of the genus Conchoecia Dana, 
1849, the species Conchoecia magna Claus, 1874 ; 


(2) to place the following names on the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology :— 


(a) Conchoecia (emendation under the Plenary Powers under (1)(a) 
above of Conchaecia) Dana (J.D.), 1849 (gender : feminine) 
(type species, by designation under the Plenary Powers under 
(1)(b) above : Conchoecia magna Claus, 1874) ; 


(b) Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853] (gender : feminine) (type species, 
by selection in paragraph 7 of the present application : 
Conchaecia inflata Dana (J.D.), 1849) ; 


(3) to place the generic name Conchaecia Dana (J.D.), 1849, an Original 
Spelling suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above to the | 
extent there specified, on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid — 
Generic Names in Zoology ; | 


(4) to place the following names on the Official List of Specific Names in | 
Zoology :— 


(a) magna Claus, 1874, as published in the combination Conchoecia’ 
magna (specific name of type species of Conchoecia Dana (J.D.), — 
1849) ; 


(b) inflata Dana (J.D.), 1849, as published in the combination 
Conchaecia inflata (specific name of type species of Halocypris 
Dana, [1853]) ; 


(5) to place the following names on the Official List of Family-Group 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) HALOCYPRIDIDAE (correction of HALOCYPRIDAE) Dana (J.D.), [1853] 
(type genus: Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853]) ; 


(b) CONCHOECIIDAE (correction of CONCHOECIDAE) Sars, [1866] (type 
genus : Conchoecia Dana (J.D.), 1849) (for use by any specialist 
who may regard this name as representing a taxon distinct 
from HALOCYPRIDIDAE) ; 


(6) to place the following names on the Official Index of Rejected and 
Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) HALOCYPRIDAE Dana (J.D.), [1853] (an Invalid Original Spelling 
for HALOCYPRIDIDAE) ; 


(b) CONCHOECIDAE Sars, [1866] (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
CONCHOECIIDAE). ; 
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APPENDIX A 


The selection of a type species for the genus 
** Conchoecia ’? Dana, 1849 


By E. J. ILES 
(University of Manchester) 


So far no type species has been selected for the genus Conchoecia Dana, 
1849. 


2. Dana included four species in the genus. Of these his C. brevirostris 
and C. inflata have since been removed to the genus Halocypris and are thus 
not available. The description of his C. agilis and C. rostrata (Dana, 1849 
and 1852) are sufficient for the characterisation of the genus in the classic 
sense, but lack of information regarding diagnostic features makes specific 
recognition impossible. 


3. Several workers have subdivided the genus Conchoecia in its original 
sense. Claus (1890) followed by Granata and Caporiacco (1949) subdivided 
it into several genera. Miiller (1906) followed by Skogsberg (1920) included 
in it several species-groups. Since separation of some species into other 
genera will probably become accepted practice, it is clearly necessary that 
the type species of the genus Conchoecia shall be recognisable. Neither of 
Dana’s species would be suitable. 


4. Claus (1890) and Granata and Caporiacco (1949) applied the term 
Conchoecia in a restricted sense without selecting a type species. It is clearly 
desirable that a choice of type species of the genus should not invalidate 
application of the name in the sense of either of these publications. On these 
grounds there would appear to be four species available for the selection 
of the type species. These are : C. magna Claus, 1874, C. spinirostris Claus, 
1874, C. subarcuata Claus, 1890, and C. hyallophyllum Claus, 1890. 


5. Miiller (1906) followed by Skogsberg (1920) included these four species 
in a species-group termed the magna group, implying that C. magna was the 
typical species of the group. Although the rules do not cover the use of a 
species-group, this group would be involved from a taxonomic viewpoint as a 
synonym of the term Conchoecia when used in a restricted sense. It would be 
desirable that C. magna should be selected as type species of the genus. 


6. Unfortunately, as has been pointed out by Skogsberg (1946) there may 
have been some confusion in the application of the name C. magna. He 
considered that when Claus defined the restricted group Conchoecia in 1890 
he had erroneously referred his new material to C. magna Claus (1874) and 
Miller had made the same error in defining his magna group in 1906. Skogs- 
berg is of the opinion that in both cases the material was of C. tetragona Sars 
(1887). Both Miiller and Claus, however, considered C. tetragona Sars (1887) 
to be a synonym of C. magna Claus (1874), so that even if the species are 
distinct the inclusion of C. magna in Conchoecia sensu Claus (1890) and in the 
magna species group of Miiller (1906) is inferred. 


7. If, however, C. tetragona does prove to be a synonym of C. magna, the 
latter is the valid name by priority. Furthermore an examination of the 
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literature shows that there is little likelihood of C. magna being a synonym 
of any earlier published name. Dana’s species, as pointed out above, are 
unlikely to be recognised. Sars (1866) described species which are well 
known and clearly differentiated. Lubbock (1856 and 1860) described 
species which, though not all well known, are quite distinct. 


8. It is thus proposed that the Plenary Powers of the International 
Commission of Zoological Nomenclature should be applied to designate 
Conchoecia magna Claus, 1874 (: 6, pl. 1 and 2) to be the type species of the 
genus Conchoecia Dana, 1849. 


ANNEXE TO APPENDIX A 
References : 


Claus, C., 1874 ‘‘ Die Familie der Halocypriden’’. Schriften zool. Inhalts. 
H. I pp. 1-16 


, 1890 “ Die Gattungen und Arten der mediterranen und antlantischen 
Halocypriden nebst Bemerkungen die Organisation derselben ”’. 
Arbeit. Zool. Inst. Wien. 2 : 1-34 


Dana, J. D., 1849 “‘ Conspectus Crustaceorum quae in orbis terrarum 
circumnavigatione, etc.” Proc. amer. Acad. Arts Sci. 2 : 9-91 


, 1852. U.S. explor. Exped., Crustacea 14(2) : 1277-1618 and atlas 


Granata, L. & L. di Caporiacco, 1949 “‘ Ostracodes marines recueillis pendant 
les croisiéres du Prince Albert 1** de Monaco” Result. Camp. Sci. 
Monaco, No. 109 : 1-51, 4 pls. 

Lubbock, J., 1856 ““ On some Entomostraca collected by Dr. Sutherland in 

the Atlantic Ocean ”’ Trans. ent. Soc. Lond. (n.s.) 4 : 28 

, 1860 ““ On some Oceanic Entomostraca collected by Capt. Toynbee ” 

Trans. linn. Soc. Lond. 23 : 186-190 

Miiller, G. W., 1906 “ Ostracoda’? Wiss. ergeb. deutsch. Tiefsee-Exped. 
8(Lief 2) : 29-154, pls. 5-35 

Sars, G. O., 1866 “‘ Oversigt af Norges marine Ostracoder ”’ Norsk. Vid.-Akad. 
Forh. Christiana 7 : 1-130 

, 1887 “‘ Nye Bidrag til Kundskaben om Middlehavets Invertebratfauna. 

4. Ostracoda mediterranea’’ Archiv. f. Math.-Nat., Christiana 12 : 

173-324, pls. 1-20 
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—, 1946 Rep. Scient. Res. “Michael Sars”? North Atlantic deep sea 
Exped. 1910 5.1 : 1-26 


APPENDIX B 


Support for and opposition to the foregoing application 


The following taxonomists have written to the author in support of the 
foregoing Application. At the time their opinions were solicited, however, 
that part of the Application which related to the type-species of Conchoecia 
and Halocypris had not been drafted. Consequently only Dr. E. J. Iles and © 
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Professor H. Graham Cannon have considered these questions. They both 
give their unqualified support. 


(a) Prof. H. Graham Cannon, University of Manchester, England : 
(15 December 1955) ; 


(b) Dr. Olaf Elofson, Institute of Zoology, Uppsala, Sweden : 
““T support the application in its entirety” (8 November 1955) ; 


(c) Dr. N. Grekoff, Institut Frangais du Pétrole, Rueil-Malmaison, France : 


““D’accord pour Conchoecia au lieu de Conchaecia et pour les 
Conchoeciidae ”’ (14 October 1955) ; 


(d) Dr. J. P. Harding, British Museum (Natural History) : 


“I support this application for the validation of the currently 
accepted spelling ‘Conchoecia’’”’ (13 October 1955) ; 


(e) Dr. E. J. Iles, University of Manchester, England : 


“I support the proposal that the International Commission should 
use its Plenary Powers to validate the spelling Conchoecia for the 
genus described by Dana (1849) with the spelling Conchaecia. The 
spelling Conchoecia would seem to be the more correct derivation 
from the roots, a fact that must have been realised by Dana when at 
the first opportunity he changed his original spelling. The case 
would seem to fall under the terms of Article 19, and since no other 
spelling than Conchoecia seems since to have been used (other than 
in bibliographic references) no confusion would be introduced ” 
(21 October 1955) ; 


(f) Dr. Robert V. Kesling, Museum of Paleontology, University of 
Michigan, U.S.A. : 


“TI support this proposal without reservation’? (24 September 
159) 


(g) Dr. A. J. Key, Geologisch Instituut, Utrecht, Netherlands : 


“I herewith declare that I fully agree to the application of 
Prof. Dr. P. C. Sylvester-Bradley to validate the generic name 
Conchoecia, instead of the original spelling Conchaecia. Jam satisfied 
that it is preferable to follow the accustomed usage of more than a 
century, than to strictly apply the Rules of Zoological Nomenclature ” 
(26 September 1955) ; 


(h) Dr. H. Oertli, Bern, Switzerland : 


““T fully agree with the proposal to declare Conchoecia instead of 
Conchaecia valid and to place Conchoecia and especially CONCHOECI- 
IDAE, on the Official List of Generic, and Family-Group Names 
respectively (24 September 1955) ; 


(i) Dom Remacle Rome, Louvain, Belgium : (23 September 1955) ; 
(j) Dr. Prof. Giuliano Ruggieri, University of Bologna, Italy : (26 October 
1955) ; 


(k) Dr. Robert H. Shaver, Department of Geology, University of 
Mississippi, U.S.A. : 
“ T should like to go on record entirely in support of your proposals 
as a result of conditions as stated ’’ (22 September 1955) ; 
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One taxonomist has written in opposition to the Application : 


Dr. Ivar Hessland, Geologiska Institutet, Stockholm, Sweden : 


“As a matter of principle I am for the original spelling of 
Conchoecia, i.e. Conchaecia. J am for the correction of the family 
name to CONCHAECIIDAE ”’ (6 October 1955). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Mr. Sylvester- — 
Bradley’s preliminary application the question of the validation under the 
Plenary Powers to Conchoecia of the generic name Conchaecia Dana (J.D.), 
1849 (Class Crustacea, Order Ostracoda) was allotted the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.) 1023. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent to — 
the printer on 31st May 1956 and was published on 24th August of that year — 
in Double-Part 7/8 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature — 
(Sylvester-Bradley, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 213-220). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present — 
case was given on 24th August 1956 (a) in Double-Part 7/8 of Volume 12 of — 
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Sylvester- — 
Bradley’s application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial 
publications. In addition such Notice was given to four general zoological 
serial publications. 


5. Comments received before the publication of the present application : 
Extensive consultations in regard to the present case had been undertaken 
by the applicant with interested specialists before the present application 
was placed before the Commission. The communications so elicited were 
set out by the applicant in Appendix B to the paper submitted to the Com- 
mission.1 Of the twelve specialists concerned eleven supported the action 
recommended in the present case. One specialist expressed himself as being 
in favour of the retention of the original spelling Conchaecia for the generic 
name, the emendation of which to Conchoecia was recommended by the other 
specialists consulted. 


6. Comment received from G. Hartmann after the publication of the present 
application : On 14th February 1957, Dr. G. Hartmann (Museum der Stadt, 
Osnabriick, Germany) addressed to Mr. Sylvester-Bradley, the applicant in 
the present case, a letter in support of three applications recently published in 
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. The letter in question was com- 
municated to the Office of the Commission and the following extract is that 
relevant to the present case (Hartmann, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 104) :— 


With regard to your papers on Limnocythere, Candona and Conchoecia 
it is really lucky that you have reached such good conclusions in these cases. 


1 For the Appendix here referred to see pages 8 to 10 of the present Opinion. 
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I think it is best to stabilise the nomenclature of these genera in taking the 
usual form of the names. 


oWwige, pie Ta el! f(g. «8 
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Conchoecia : In my opinion there is no difference between HALOCYPRIDIDAE 
and CONCHOECIDAE. One should use the former name (HALOCYPRIDIDAE). 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)30 : On 15th March 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)30) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic name 
Conchoecia Dana, 1849, as set out in Points (1) to (6) in paragraph 9 on pages 
215-216 in Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature”’ [i.e. in the 
paragraph numbered as above in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph 
of the present Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 15th June 
n257- 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)30 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)30 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-three (23) 
Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Mayr ; Vokes ; Hering ; Boschma ; Lemche ; Bodenheimer ; Riley ; 
Prantl ; Holthuis ; Dymond ; Esaki ; Jaczewski ; do Amaral ; Bonnet ; 
Hemming; Mertens; Key; Tortonese ; Cabrera; Kithnelt ; Stoll ; 
Bradley (J.C.) ; Sylvester-Bradley ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned, two (2): 
Hanko ; Miller.” 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 16th June 1957, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)30, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 30th 
April 1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were 


2 After the close of the Prescribed Voting Period a late vote was received from Com- 
missioner Miller, who voted in favour of the proposals submitted with the exception 
of the portion relating to the emendation to Cexchoecia of the generic name Conchaecia. 
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in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)30. 


12. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 
Conchaecia Dana (J.D.), 1849 (an Invalid Original Spelling for Conchoecia) 
Conchoecia (emend. of Conchaecia) Dana (J.D.), 1849, Proc. amer. Acad. Arts 

Ser. 2 2 51-53 
Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853], U.S. explor. Exped. 13/14(2) : 1301 
inflata, Conchaecia, Dana (J.D.), 1849, Proc. amer. Acad. Arts Sci. 2 : 52 
magna, Conchoecia, Claus, 1874, Schriften zool. Inhalts, Wien 1:6, pl. 1, 

fig. 6c ; pl. 2, figs. 16, 18 


13. Reference for the type species of a nominal genus : The following is the 
reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus specified in the 
Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Halocypris Dana, [1853] Sylvester-Bradley (P.C.), 1956, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 214, 
paragraph 7 


14. Original References for Family-Group Names : The following are the 
original references for family-group names placed by the Ruling given in the 
present Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official Index 
of names of taxa of the family-group category :— 

CONCHOECIDAE Sars, [1866] (an Invalid Original Spelling for CONCHOECIIDAE) 
CONCHOECIIDAE (correction of CONCHOECIDAE) Sars, [1866], Forh. VidenskSelsk. 

Krist. 7 : 114 
HALOCYPRIDAE Dana (J.D.), [1853] (an Invalid Original Spelling for HALO- 

CYPRIDIDAE) 

HALOCYPRIDIDAE (correction of HALOCYPRIDAE) Dana (J.D.), [1853], U.S. 

explor. Exped. 13/14(2) : 1281 


15. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


16. ‘* Opinion ’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Thirty-Four (534) of the International Commission on Zoo- 
logical Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Thirtieth day of April, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 
Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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ROTECTION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME ‘“ANCHISAURIPUS ”? LULL, 1904 (CLASS REPTILIA : 
THEROPODA [ICHNITES]) AND MATTERS INCIDENTAL 
THERETO BY THE SUPPRESSION UNDER THE ABOVE 
POWERS OF TWO NAMES CURRENTLY 
REGARDED AS ‘“‘ NOMINA DUBIA’’ 


RULING :—(1) The under-mentioned names are hereby suppressed for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) the generic name Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), 1904 ; 


(b) the specific name magnificus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, as published in the 
combination Otouphepus magnificus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1325 :— 


Anchisauripus Lull, 1904 (gender: masculine) (type species, by original 
designation of Eubrontes dananus Hitchcock, 1845, a nominal species 
objectively identical with that specified below and through Declaration 21 : 
Ornithoidichnites sillimani Hitchcock, 1843). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1592 :— 


sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, as published in the combination Ornithoidichnites 
sillimani (specific name of type species of Anchisauripus Lull, 1904). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
223 :— 


Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(a) above. 


(5) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) magnificus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, as published in the combination 
Otouphepus magnificus, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b) above (Name No. 565) ; 


(b) dananus Hitchcock, 1845, as published in the combination Eubrontes 
dananus (a junior objective synonym of si/limani Hitchcock, 1843, as 
published in the combination Ornithoidichnites sillimani) (Name 
No. 566) ; 


(c) sillimanium Hitchcock, 1847, as published in the combination Brontozoum 
sillimanium (a junior objective synonym of sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, 
as published in the combination Ornithoidichnites sillimani) (Name 
No. 567). 
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(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the name No. 254 :— 


ANCHISAURIPODIDAE Lull, 1904 (type genus: Anchisauripus Lull, 1904). 


(7) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name_ 
No. 284 :— 


OTOUPHEPODIDAE Lull, 1915 (type genus : Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), 1904). | 
(invalid under Declaration 20 through the suppression under the Plenary 
Powers in (1)(a) above of Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, the name of | 
the type genus of this nominal family-group taxon). | 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 25th February 1956, Dr. Donald Baird (Assistant Curator of Vertebrate 
Paleontology, Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, U.S.A.) communicated to the Office of the Commission the draft 
of a proposed application for the suppression by the Commission under the 
Plenary Powers of a generic name (Otouphepus) for a dinosaur and of a specific 
name (magnificus) for the type species of the genus so established which had 
been published in 1904 by the noted specialist in the Foraminifera, J. A. 
Cushman. These names, Dr. Baird explained, were nomina dubia but it was 
desirable that they should be disposed of before they could do any harm, 
for the generic name could possibly be interpreted as applying to the same 
taxonomic genus as did Anchisauripus Lull, 1904. This was a well-known genus 
and was the type genus of a family. After one or two minor matters had been 
cleared up in correspondence between the Secretary and the applicant, the 
following definitive application was submitted to the Commission on 22nd ~ 
March 1956 :— | 


ee 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers (i) to protect the generic name 
**Anchisauripus ’’ Lull, 1904, by suppressing the generic name 
‘** Otouphepus ’’ Cushman, 1904, and (ii) to suppress the specific 
name ‘‘ magnificus ’’ Cushman, 1904, published in com- 
bination with the latter generic name (Class Reptilia : 
Theropoda [Ichnites] ) 


By DONALD BAIRD 


(Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, U.S.A.) 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to suppress a nomen 
dubium, which, so long as it remains an available name, represents a potential 
threat to the stability of the nomenclature of an important group of dinosaurs. 

- The names concerned are Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), March 1904 (Amer. 
Geol. 33 : 154) and magnificus Cushman, 1904 (ibid. 33 : 155), published in — 
combination with the foregoing generic name. These names were proposed — 
‘by the noted specialist in Foraminifera, J. A. Cushman, for a supposed new ~ 
genus and species of Upper Triassic dinosaur and were based upon a footprint | 
‘from Gill, Massachusetts. The type specimen of Cushman’s nominal species — 
is an obscure imprint isolated from its trackway (Boston Soc. Nat. No. 12857). — 
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2. Re-analysis by new methods indicates that Cushman’s type specimen 
is not a true footprint but the distorted impression of a footprint transmitted 
to a sub-surface stratum. The most characteristic features of the supposed 
genus Otouphepus are thus considered artificial rather than morphological. A 
darkened web outline cited by Cushman as distinctive proves to have been 
painted on, probably by the original collector. Its obscurity makes this 
specimen impossible to characterize adequately by modern standards, though 
the observable structure appears to be that found in the genus Anchisauripus 
Lull, April 1904 (Mem. Boston Soc. nat. Hist. 5 : 486). 


3. The only other specimen referred specifically to O. magnificus, Yale 
Peabody Mus. No. 3386 (Lull, 1953, Connecticut geol. nat. Hist. Survey Bull. 
81 : 177) is identifiable as a distorted imprint of Anchisauripus tuberosus 
(Hitchcock, 1836) and appears to be specifically distinct from the type specimen 
of Otouphepus magnificus Cushman. 


4. Two nominal species subsequently referred to the genus Otouphepus, 
each known only from a single isolated imprint, resemble the type specimen 
of Otouphepus magnificus in obscurity of preservation but are quite different in 
morphology. The first reviser (Baird, 1956, Bull. Mus. comp. Zool., in press) 
assigns Otouphepus minor Lull, 1915 (Connecticut geol. nat. Hist. Surv. Bull. 
24 : 190) to the genus Grallator Hitchcock, 1858. The type specimen is 
“Yale Peabody Mus. No. 2059”. The same reviser has assigned the second 
species, Otouphepus poolei Bock, 1952 (J. Paleont. 26 : 407) doubtfully to the 
species-group of Anchisauripus tuberosus, exsertus and parallelus, where small 
size is its only sure distinction. The type specimen is “Acad. Nat. Sci. 
Philadelphia No. 15223’. 


5. It is considered that the suppression under the Plenary Powers of the 
generic name Otouphepus Cushman, 1904, and of the specific name magnificus 
Cushman, 1904, as published in the combination Otouphepus magnificus, as 
nomina dubia, is desirable under Decision 26 of the Fourteenth International 
Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953 (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. 
Nomencl. : 24-25) for the following reasons :— 


(a) The characteristics considered diagnostic by Cushman are not morpho- 
logical but artifacts. All specimens referred to the genus Otouphepus 
are distorted in preservation, and the type specimens are indeter- 
minate. 


(b) Otouphepus magnificus is most similar (as its author Cushman noted) to 
Ornithoidichnites sillimani Hitchcock, 1843 (Assoc. Amer. Geologists 
Naturalists Rep. 1843 : 256), the type species of the currently accepted 
genus Anchisauripus Lull, 1904. If these two nominal species should 
be congeneric or, even as seems probable though not provable, 
synonymous, then the name Otouphepus Cushman which was pub- 
lished one month earlier than Anchisauripus Lull, would take priority 
over that name. Thus a name applied to four obscure and hetero- 
geneous specimens would replace the firmly established name for the 
best-known dinosaur footprint genus—a genus of world-wide dis- 
tribution, represented by thousands of specimens assigned to several 
species. To relegate to synonymy a name such as Anchisauripus 
Lull which has been accepted and used for more than fifty years by 
all workers in the field would be a gross violation of the conservation 
principle. 
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6. As part of the present application it is proposed that the name 
Anchisauripus Lull, 1904, should be placed on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology and thus be put beyond risk of further attack. Lull desig- 
nated as the type species of this genus the nominal species Eubrontes dananus 
Hitchcock, 1845 (Assoc. Amer. Geologists Naturalists Rep. 1845 : 23). That 
nominal species is, however, objectively identical with Ornithoidichnites 
sillimani Hitchcock, 1843 (paragraph 5(b) above). This was pointed out by 
Lull in 1915 (Connecticut geol. nat. Hist. Survey Bull. 24 : 181) and all sub- 
sequent authors have cited the type species of Anchisauripus Lull, 1904, under 
this name. This is in full accord with a recent decision by the International 
Commission in its Declaration 21 (1956, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 
12 ; i-viii) under which it is prescribed that, where one of two or more 
objectively identical nominal species is designated, indicated or selected as the 
type species of a genus, that genus shall be cited as having as its type species 
the oldest established of the nominal species concerned. Thus, the specific 
name sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, should now be placed on the Official List of | 
Specific Names in Zoology as the specific name of the type species of Anchi-— 
sauripus Lull, 1904, while the objectively invalid name dananus Hitchcock, | 
1845, as published in the combination Eubrontes dananus, should be placed 
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. At~ 
the same time there should also be placed on the above Official Index another | 
objectively invalid junior synonym of sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, namely | 
sillimanium Hitchcock, 1847 (Amer. J. Sci. (2) 4 : 49), as published in the 
combination Brontozoum sillimanium. | 


7. The generic name Anchisauripus Lull, 1904, was taken as the base for | 
the family-group name ANCHISAURIPODIDAE by Lull in 1904 (: 486) at the time 
when he published this generic name. The above family-group name should | 
now be placed on the Official List. In 1915 (Connecticut geol. nat. Hist. Surv. 
Bull. 24 : 187) Lull, who then still accepted the generic name Otouphepus 
Cushman, erected the nominal family-group OTOUPHEPODIDAE. Under a 
decision by the Commission in its Declaration 20 (1955, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. — 
zool. Nomencl. 10 : i—viii), the suppression by the International Commission | 
of a generic name under its Plenary Powers carries with it automatically 
the suppression also under the same Powers of any family-group name based | 
on that generic name. Since under the present proposals the Commission ~ 
is being asked to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name Ofou- 
phepus Cushman, that proposal carries with it a proposal that the family-group ~ 
name OTOUPHEPODIDAE Lull, 1915, should be suppressed under those Powers. 
It is accordingly proposed that that family-group name should now be placed ~ 
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology. — 


8. For the reasons set out in the present application the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is now asked :— | 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned names for 
the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of © 
Homonymy :— 


(a) the generic name Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), 1904 ; 


(b) the specific name magnificus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, as published 
in the combination Otouphepus magnificus ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology: Anchisauripus Lull, 1904 (gender : 
masculine) (type species by original designation of Eubrontes dananus 
Hitchcock, 1845, and through Declaration 21: Ornithoidichnites 
sillimani Hitchcock, 1843) ; 
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(3) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology : sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, as published 
in the combination Ornithoidichnites sillimani (specific name of type 
species of Anchisauripus Lull, 1904) ; 


(4) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology the generic name specified in (1)(a) above as there suppressed 
under the Plenary Powers ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) the specific name specified in (1)(b) above as there suppressed 
under the Plenary Powers ; 


(b) the under-mentioned specific names, each of which is a junior 
objective synonym of si/limani Hitchcock, 1843, as published 
in the combination Ornithoidichnites sillimani :— 


(i) dananus Hitchcock, 1845, as published in the combination 
Eubrontes dananus ; 


(1) sillimanium Hitchcock, 1847, as published in the combina- 
tion Brontozoum sillimanium ; 


(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology : ANCHISAURIPODIDAE Lull, 1904 
(type genus : Anchisauripus Lull, 1904) ; 


(7) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 
OTOUPHEPODIDAE Lull, 1915 (type genus: Otouphepus Cushman 
(J.A.), 1915) (invalid under Declaration 20, through the suppression 
under the Plenary Powers of Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, the 
name of the type genus of the family-group taxon so named). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Baird’s 
application, the question of the protection under the Plenary Powers of the 
generic name Anchisauripus Lull, 1904 (Class Reptilia : Theropoda [Ichnites]), 
was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1081). 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 7th June 1956 and was published on 24th August of that year 
in Double-Part 7/8 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Baird, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 221-224). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 24th August 1956 (a) in Double-Part 7/8 of volume 12 of 
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Baird’s 
application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition such Notice was given to four general zoological publications, 
two herpetological serials and three palaeontological serials. 
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5. Support received : The publication of the present application and the 
issue of the Public Notices in regard thereto elicited letters of support from 
five specialists (Canada, one ; China, one ; United Kingdom, one ; U.S.A., two). 
The communications so received are reproduced in the immediately following 
paragraphs. 


6. Support received from Edwin H. Colbert : On 21st November 1956, 
Dr. Edwin H. Colbert (The American Museum of Natural History, New York) 
addressed the following letter to the Office of the Commission in support of 
the present application (Colbert, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 31) :— 


Dr. Donald Baird of Harvard University has sent to me the separate of 
his paper proposing the use of the Plenary Powers to protect the generic 
name Anchisauripus Lull, and to suppress the generic name Otouphepus 
Cushman. 


I am particularly interested in this proposal, because I have been doing 
detailed research on Triassic reptiles and amphibians during these past few 
years. This letter is being written in support of Dr. Baird’s proposal. 
I am heartily in favour of it, and I think that if it is adopted it will clarify 
nomenclature of these particular Triassic forms, and certainly will help to 
prevent confusion in future literature. 


7. Support received from D. M. S. Watson : On 3rd December 1956, Dr. D. M. 
S. Watson (University College, London) addressed the following letter to the 
Office of the Commission in support of the present case (Watson, 1957, Bull. 
zool. Nomencl. 13 : 101) :— 


I have read the article in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature by Donald 
Baird, dealing with the generic name Anchisauripus Lull, and suppression of 
the generic name Otouphepus Cushman, and the specific name ascribed to it. 
I entirely agree that the procedure suggested in paragraph 8 of this paper 
should be adopted. 


8. Support received from C. M. Sternberg : On 4th December 1956, Dr. C. M. 
Sternberg (National Museum of Canada, Ottawa) addressed the following letter 
to the Office of the Commission in support of the present case :— 


I have carefully considered the application of Dr. Ronald Baird relating 
to the question of the generic name Anchisauripus Lull, 1904. 1! am in full 
accord with the suggestion of Dr. Baird, i.e. that the Commission suppress 
the generic and specific names Otouphepus magnificus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, 
and the specific names dananus and sillimanium. Also that the Commission 
place on the Official Lists of generic and specific names respectively Anchi- 
sauripus Lull, 1904, and sillimani Hitchcock, 1843. 


I approve of Dr. Baird’s request that the Commission place the family- 
group name ANCHISAURIPODIDAE Lull, 1904, on the Official List of Family- 
Group Names in Zoology and that it place on the Index of rejected as 
group names OTOUPHEPODIDAE Lull, 1915. 


9. Support received from C. C. Young : On 4th January 1957, Dr. C. C. Young 
(Academia Sinica, Peking, China) addressed the following letter to the Office 
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}of the Commission in support of the present application (Young, 1957, Bull. 
|}zool. Nomencl. 13 : 101) :— 


I have pleasure in agreeing about the protection of the generic name 
Anchisauripus Lull, 1904, by suppressing the generic name Otouphepus 
Cushman, 1904, and the suppression of the specific name magnificus Cushman, 
1904, published in combination with the latter generic name (Class Reptila : 
Theropoda [Ichnites]). 


10. Support received from Joseph T. Gregory: On 30th January 1957, 
Dr. Joseph T. Gregory (Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut, U.S.A.) 
addressed the following letter to the Office of the Commission in support of 
the present application (Gregory, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 102) :— 


I heartily support the petition of Donald Baird to have the Commission 
use its Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name Otouphepus Cushman, 
1904, and the specific name magnificus Cushman, 1904, as published in the 
combination Otouphepus magnificus. 


Certainly stability of nomenclature will be served by suppressing these 
names, based upon indistinct and incorrectly interpreted remains, in favour 
of the more generally used term Anchisauripus. 


However, the proposed action of the Commission mentioned in Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 12 : 223, par. 8(2) of said application, namely to place the generic 
name Anchisauripus Lull, 1904, on the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology is scarcely warranted at present. Anchisauripus could easily be 
a synonym of Brontozoum Hitchcock, 1847. The problem is complicated 
by Hitchcock’s failure to designate types of his genera, and various inter- 
pretations are possible. Dr. Baird is revising these footprints and proposes 
to resolve this problem in favour of Anchisauripus, by designating Ornithich- 
nites giganteum as type species of Brontozoum, thus making that genus a 
junior synonym of Eubrontes (Hitchcock, 1845). 


Although I am sympathetic with his viewpoint, one could make an equally 
good case for retaining Brontozoum. It was used and recognised for many 
years before Lull proposed Anchisauripus. As it is not necessary to officially 
conserve Anchisauripus in order to suppress the troublesome name Otou- 
phepus, would it not be better to await Dr. Baird’s article and fully consider 
his arguments before taking final action on Anchisauripus ? 


11. No Objection received : No objection to the action proposed in the 
present case was received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


12. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)31 : On 15th March 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)31) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “‘the proposal relating to the generic name 
Otouphepus Cushman, 1904, and associated names, as set out in Points (1) to (7) 
in paragraph 8 on pages 223-224 in Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature” {i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the paper repro- 
duced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


22 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS 


13. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 15th June 
1957. 


14. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)31 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)31 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-three (23) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Mayr ; Vokes ; Hering ; Boschma ; Lemche ; Bodenheimer ; Riley ; 
Prantl ; Jaczewski ; Holthuis ; Dymond ; Esaki ; do Amaral ; Bonnet ; 
Hemming ; Mertens; Key; Tortonese ; Cabrera; Kiihnelt ; Stoll ; 
Bradley (J.C.) ; Sylvester-Bradley ; 


(b) Negative Votes: 


None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned, two (2) : 
Hanko ; Miller.+ 


15. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 16th June 1957, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)31, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 14 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


16. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion’: On 30th 
April 1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were 
in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)31. 


17. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 
Anchisauripus Lull, April, 1904, Mem. Boston Soc. nat. Hist. 5 : 486 


dananus, Eubrontes, Hitchcock, 1845, Assoc. Amer. Geologists Naturalists Rep. 
1845 : 23 


magnificus, Otouphepus, Cushman (J.A.), March 1904, Amer. Geol. 33 : 155 
Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), March 1904, Amer. Geol. 33 : 154 


sillimani, Ornithoidichnites, Hitchcock, 1843, Assoc. Amer. Geologists Naturalists 
Rep. 1843 : 256 


sillimanium, Brontozoum, Hitchcock, 1847, Amer. J. Sci. (2)4 : 49 


1 After the close of the Prescribed Voting Period a late affirmative vote was received from 
Commissioner Miller. 
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18. Original References for Family-Group Names: The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official 
Index of names for taxa of the family-group category :— 


ANCHISAURIPODIDAE Lull, April 1904, Mem. Boston Soc. nat. Hist. 5 : 486 
OTOUPHEPODIDAE Lull, 1915, Connecticut geol. nat. Hist. Surv. Bull. 24 : 187 


19. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the under- 
signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


20. ‘* Opinion ’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Thirty-Five (535) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Thirtieth day of April, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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ROTECTION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAMES ‘*‘ HELLULA”’? GUENEEF, 1854, AND ‘‘ UDEA ”? GUENEE, 
1844 (CLASS INSECTA, ORDER LEPIDOPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) It is hereby ruled that the emendation to Oeobia of the 
sneric name Oebia Hiibner, [1825] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), is a 
alid Emendation, because it was made by the original author (Hitibner) in 
le index (Anzeiger) to the same work as that in which the defective spelling 
lebia was first published. 


(2) The generic name Oeobia (emend. of Oebia) Hiibner, [1825], is hereby 
yppressed under the Plenary Powers for the purposes of the Law of Priority 
ut not for those of the Law of Homonymy. 


(3) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
ist of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
elow :— 


(a) Hellula Guénée, 1854 (gender: feminine) (type species, by original 
designation : Phalaena undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781) (Name No. 1326) ; 


(b) Udea Guénée, 1844 (gender: feminine) (type species, by monotypy : 
Pyralis ferrugalis Hiibner, 1796) (Name No. 1327). 


(4) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
ist of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
elow :— 


(a) undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published in the combination Phalaena 
undalis (specific name of type species of Hellula Guénée, 1854) (Name 
No. 1593) ; 


(b) ferrugalis Hiibner, 1796, as published in the combination Pyralis ferrugalis 
(specific name of type species of Udea Guénée, 1844) (Name No. 1594). 


(5) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
idex of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
verally specified below :— 


(a) Oebia Hiibner, [1825], a name rejected under (1) above as an Invalid 
Original Spelling for Oeobia (Name No. 1224) ; 


(b) Oeobia (emend. of Oebia) Hiibner, [1825], as suppressed under the Plenary 
Powers in (2) above (Name No. 1225). 


(6) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official Index 
f Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 568 :— 


undulalis Hiibner, 1796, as published in the combination Pyralis undulalis 
(an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as 
published in the combination Phalaena undalis). 


: SMITHSONIAN Ee 8 9 9 s9K¢ 


28 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS 
I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 29th July 1956, Dr. Elwood C. Zimmerman ‘at that time on a visit to th 
United Kingdom submitted to the International Commission on Zoologica 
Nomenclature an application designed to secure the interpretation of the 
nominal genus Oeobia (emend. of Oebia) Hiibner, [1825], in such a way as no 
to disturb the position of the generic name Hellula Guénée, 1854 (Class Insecta, 
Order Lepidoptera). The application so submitted was as follows :— 


Proposed addition to the ‘‘ Official List of Generic Names in Zoology ” 
of the generic names ‘‘ Oeobia’’ Hiibner, [1825], and ‘‘ Hellula ”’ 
Guénée, 1854 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) 


By ELWOOD C. ZIMMERMAN 
(British Museum (Natural History), London)* 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to place on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology the names of two genera of Pyralid moths in order thereby 
to place on record in the most formal way (a) what is the correct spelling o 
one of the generic names concerned and (b) what is the type species of the 
genus so named. The problem involved has come to light in the course o 
writing the volumes on Lepidoptera in the work Insects of Hawaii. The 
facts of this case are set out in the following paragraphs. 


2. It will be convenient to deal first with the question of the correct spelling 
of the older of the two generic names concerned. This name was published 
by Hiibner (J.) in [1825] (Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (23) : 362) with the spelling 
““Oebia’’. Hiibner placed this genus in a separate group to which he gave the 
vernacular and Latin names “ Oeobien ” and “‘Oeobiae”’ respectively. There 
is therefore a strong presumption that the spelling ““Oebia” was a misprint 
or lapsus calami for “‘Oeobia”’. This presumption is converted into a 
certainty by the fact that in the index to the Verzeichniss—.e. in the separately 
paged Anzeiger (: 58)—the spelling of this name was corrected to ““Oeobia”’. 
The first point now sought is therefore that the International Commission 
should rule that the correct spelling for this generic name is “Oeobia”’ and 
that the spelling ““Oebia”’ is an Invalid Original Spelling. In the remainder 
of the present application this name is cited in the correct spelling ““Oeobia”’. 


3. The second point with which the present application is concerned is the 
question of the species to be accepted as the type species of the genus Oeobia 
Hubner, [1825]. The facts are as follows :— ) 


(a) Hiibner [1825] placed in the genus Oeobia two nominal species, 
namely :-— 
(i) Pyralis numeralis Hiibner, 1796, Sammi. europ. Schmett. : pl. Pyr. 
14, fig. 89 ; 
(ii) Pyralis undulalis Hiibner, 1796, Samml. europ. Schmett. : pl. Pyr. 
14, fig. 93 [a misspelling of Phalaena undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 
1781, Spec. Ins. 2 : 272 (as is shown by the fact that in the text 
of the Pyrales portion of the Samml. europ. Schmett. (: 19) 
Hiibner used the correct spelling “‘ undalis ” for this species)]. 


* This research was completed during the tenure of a grant from the United States National 
Science Foundation. 
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(b) Hiibner did not designate a type species for the genus Oeobia Hiibner. 


(c) In 1854 (Hist. nat. gén. Ins., Lép. 8 : 415) Guénée established the 
monotypical genus Hellula with Phalaena undalis Fabricius, 1781, 
as type species by original designation. 


(d) Following Guénée’s removal of Phalaena undalis Fabricius to the genus 
Hellula Guénée, authors used the name Oeobia Hiibner for the sole 
remaining species, namely, Pyralis numeralis Hiibner, but no one 
thought it necessary formally to select that species as the type species 
of Oeobia. This was due no doubt to the fact that at that time many 
zoologists in the absence of an international code of zoological 
nomenclature applied the “ Principle of Elimination ” in this case 
and therefore considered that, as the result of Guénée’s action in 
1854 in removing Phalaena undalis Fabricius to his new genus Hellula, 
the nominal species Pyralis numeralis Hubner, as the sole surviving 
originally included species, was automatically the type species of 
Oeobia Hiibner. 


(e) In an Opinion (Opinion 6) published in 1910 (Smithson. Publ. 1938 : 
7-9) the International Commission gave a Ruling that, where (i) a 
genus was established with no more than two included nominal 
species and (ii) later one of those species was made the type species 
of a new monotypical genus, the remaining nominal species auto- 
matically became the type species of the earlier established genus. 


(f) All the conditions laid down in Opinion 6 apply to Oeobia Hiibner and 
accordingly under the Ruling given in that Opinion, the nominal 
species Pyralis numeralis Hiibner automatically became the type 
species of Oeobia Hiibner. 


(g) In 1928 (J. Faculty Agric. Hokkaido imp. Univ. 22(1) : 246) Shibuya, 
being apparently unaware of the bearing on this case of the Ruling 
given in Opinion 6, selected Phalaena undalis Fabricius as the type 
species of Oeobia Hiibner. 


(h) In 1953 (Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 72, Decision 135) the 
Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, revoked 
a decision taken in 1948 by the Thirteenth International Congress 
of Zoology, Paris, under which in a clarified form as set out in (d) 
above the Ruling given in Opinion 6 had been incorporated into the 
Régles. At the same time, however, the Copenhagen Congress 
granted protection to cases where the type species of genera had been 
accepted on the faith of the Ruling given in Opinion 6. 


4. The greatest confusion would have resulted from the action of Shibuya 
if that had been accepted, for it would have sunk the well-known name Hellula 
Guénée as a junior objective synonym of Oeobia Hiibner and would have 
involved the highly objectionable transfer of the name Oeobia to the genus 
always previously known as Hellula. At the time when Shibuya made this 
unfortunate type selection (1928) the Ruling given in Opinion 6 was in full 
force and his action was therefore invalid. It is true that that Ruling is now 
no longer available for future use but the saving clause enacted by the 
Copenhagen Congress for the protection of back cases luckily has the effect 
of preventing the serious confusion which would have followed the acceptance 
of Shibuya’s action. If it were not so, I should have considered that this was 
a case where in the interests of nomenclatorial stability the Commission should 
be asked to use its Plenary Powers to set aside Shibuya’s type selection and thus 
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to secure that Pyralis numeralis Hiibner should continue to be recognised ag 
the type species of the genus Oeobia Hiibner. In order to prevent thé 
possibility of any misunderstanding it is very desirable however, that thisg 
matter should be set at rest by the International Commission putting they 
names Oeobia Hiibner and Hellula Guénée on the Official List of Generiql 
Names in Zoology. No family-group-name problem arises in the present case 

since both the genera concerned are currently treated as belonging to the 
family PYRALIDAE. 


5. Accordingly, for the reasons set out above, the International Com, 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature is now asked :— 


(1) to give a Ruling that the emendation to Oeobia of the generic name 
Oebia Hiibner, [1825], is a Valid Emendation, having regard to the 
fact that it was made by the author of the above name in the index 
(Anzeiger) to the same work as that in which the defective spelling 
Oebia was published ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List o 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Oeobia (emend. of Oebia) Hiibner, [1825] (gender : feminine 
(type species, by designation through the Ruling given in 
Opinion 6 : Pyralis numeralis Hiibner, 1796) ; 


(b) Hellula Guénée, 1854 (gender : feminine) (type species by origina 
designation : Phalaena undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781) ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) numeralis Hiibner, 1796, as published in the combination Pyrali. 
numeralis (specific name of type species of Oeobia Hiibner, 
[1825]) ; 


(b) undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published in the combination 
Phalaena undalis (specific name of type species of Hellula 
Gueénée, 1854) ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index off 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :—Oebia Hiibner, 
[1825] (an Invalid Original Spelling for Oeobia Hubner) ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index o 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :—undulalis Hiibner, 
1796, as published in the combination Pyralis undulalis (an Erroneous 
Subsequent Spelling for undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published 
in the combination Phalaena undalis). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt o 
Dr. Zimmerman’s application the question of protection of the generic name 
Hellula Guénée (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) was allotted the Registered 
Number Z.N.(S.) 1149. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 2nd August 1956 and was published on 28th September of 
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that year in Part 9 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Zimmerman, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 248-251). 


4. Objection by Eugene Munroe to a portion of the application submitted 
by Elwood C. Zimmerman : On 20th March 1957, Dr. Eugene Munroe (Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, Division of Entomology, Ottawa, Canada) addressed a 
letter to the Office of the Commission, with which he enclosed a statement in 
which, while agreeing that the spelling Oebia Hiibner, [1825] ought to be 
emended to Oeobia, as proposed by Dr. Zimmerman, he did not agree that 
under the Régles the type species of this genus was Pyralis numeralis Hiibner, 
1796, On the contrary, he considered that the true type species of Oebia 
Hubner was Phalaena undalis, Fabricius, 1781, the species which was un- 
doubtedly the type species of the well-established but later genus Hellula 
Guénée, 1854. Dr. Munroe accordingly asked that the Commission should 
suppress the generic name Oebia Hiibner under its Plenary Powers, thereby 
protecting the position of the generic name Hellula Guénée. The statement 
submitted by Dr. Munroe was as follows :— 


Comment on Dr. Elwood C. Zimmerman’s proposal to add to the ‘* Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology ’’ the names ‘‘ Oeobia ’’ Hiibner, 
[1825] and ‘‘ Hellula ’’ Guénée, 1854 (Class Insecta, Order 
Lepidoptera) 


By EUGENE MUNROE 


(Insect Systematics and Biological Control Unit, Entomology Division, 
Science Service, Department of Agriculture, Ottawa, Canada)* 


Dr. Zimmerman’s proposal Z.N.(S.) 1149 relates to two questions : (1) the 
proper spelling of the name Oebia or Oeobia, and (2) the type species of this 
genus. 


2. On the first of these questions I am glad to give unqualified support to 
Dr. Zimmerman. It is obvious from the original publication that Oeobia 
is the intended spelling and that Oebia is an accidental error. The latter is 
therefore an Invalid Original Spelling (Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 
44, Decision 71 (1)(b)(i)), and has no status in nomenclature (ibid. : 45, 
Decision 73(1)). The reinforcement of this conclusion by a specific ruling 
by the Commission is perhaps superfluous, but will lay the matter to rest. 


On the second question, I admire Dr. Zimmerman’s scholarship in pointing 
out the generally overlooked selection of the type species of Oeobia Hiibner 
implicit, under the now revoked Opinion 6, in Guénée’s indication of Phalaena 
undalis Fabricius as type species of Hellula Guénée ; furthermore, I strongly 
sympathize with Dr. Zimmerman’s desire to protect the important name 
Hellula from usurpation by the obscure name Oeobia. However, two points 
prevent me from agreeing with his position. 


3. The first of these is the technical question of the actual type species, 
under existing rules and decisions, of Oeobia Hiibner. Dr. Zimmerman’s 
historical data in his para. 3(a) to (c) are accurate, as are in general those 
in his para. 3(e) to (h). In summary: Hiibner, (1825), erected the genus 
Oeobia for two species ; one of these, Pyralis undalis Fabricius, was indicated 


* Contribution No. 3555, Entomology Division, Science Service, Department of Agriculture, 
Ottawa, Canada. 
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as type of Hellula by Guénée, 1854 ; under Opinion 6 this had the effect of 
selecting the remaining original species, numeralis Hiibner, as type species of 
Oeobia ; Shibuya, 1928, ignoring the selection under Opinion 6, selected 
undalis Fabricius as type species of Oeobia ; this selection was made in due 
form and is not intrinsically invalid, but is antedated by the selection under 
Opinion 6 ; under Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 72, Decision 135, 
1953, Opinion 6 was repealed, and is to be disregarded except “ where, 
on the faith of Opinion 6, the species currently accepted as the type species 
of any given nominal genus has been determined . . . [by the method pre- 
scribed in that Opinion] and where, without such protection, it would be 
necessary to change the type species of the genus concerned”. So far— 
except for the possible question whether Opinions had mandatory force 
on authors in 1928, when Shibuya made his selection—I completely agree 
with Dr. Zimmerman’s presentation. His case, as he clearly states, rests 
squarely on the assumption that numeralis Hiibner is now the generally 
accepted type species of Oeobia, and that a change in accepted type is 
required if Shibuya’s designation is recognised. 


4. This assumption, detailed in Dr. Zimmerman’s para. 3(d), is, so far 
as I can discover, a complete misconception. Far from being in general use 
with numeralis Hiibner explicitly or implicitly as type, Oeobia has had little 
currency in any sense whatever ; on the few occasions when the name has been 
used, it has been either with undalis Fabricius as type species (e.g. : Shibuya, 
1928 ; Klima, 1939 ; Ghesquiére, 1942 ; Inoue, 1955) or for an indiscriminate 
assemblage of species, not closely related to either undalis Fabricius or 
numeralis Hiibner and without designation or even suggestion of what the 
type species was considered to be (Meyrick, 1933). Oeobia only accidentally 
fell within the purview of Opinion 6 in the first place. Gueénée did not really 
intend to “‘ remove” undalis from Oeobia: he regarded Oeobia, like many 
other Verzeichniss names, as invalid. He placed numeralis in Scopula and 
undalis in the new genus Hellula, citing Oeobia in the synonymy of neither. 
Although I have not examined all European references, I know of no author 
who, “following Guénée’s removal of Phalaena undalis Fabricius to the 
genus Hellula Guénée . . . used the name Oeobia for the sole remaining species 
namely, Pyralis numeralis Hibner”’. Certainly this was not done in any 
general work, e.g. Walker, 1859, Lederer, 1863, Meyrick, 1890, Hampson, 
1896, 1899. In these works Oeobia either is ignored or is rejected as a 
nondescript name. 


5. There is, therefore, no case for the exercise of the “ saving clause ” of 
Decision 135 of the Copenhagen Congress. Any usage there may have been 
of Oeobia with numeralis as explicit or implicit type is unknown to me, and 
was certainly obscure or local. Conversely, Oecbia has been cited in a num- 
ber of works of general application or currency either with undalis as type 
species, or in the synonymy of Hellula. To recognise the indication under 
Opinion 6 of numeralis as type species of Oeobia would be a reversal rather 
than a continuation of existing practice with respect to the type species of 
this genus. The selection of numeralis as type species cannot, therefore, 
be accepted automatically, but could be accomplished only by selection under 
the Plenary Powers. 


6. This leads to the second point on which I do not fully agree with 
Dr. Zimmerman, namely: the desirability (as opposed to the technical 
justification) of considering numeralis rather than undalis the type of Oeobia. 
Here once again I agree with most of Dr. Zimmerman’s argument and with 
an important part of his position. In spite of several current references to 
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undalis and allies to Oeobia, there is no doubt that the great preponderance 
of taxonomic usage and in addition an extensive and almost universal usage 
in the literature of economic entomology are predicated on the use of Hellula 
for undalis and allies. I fully agree that the supplanting of Hellula by 
Oeobia would result in confusion, and would be contrary to the principle 
of stability and universality of nomenclature, and that it is desirable to 
avoid this change, even if the Plenary Powers must be invoked. Dr. Zimmer- 
man, as he states in his para. 4, would (assuming use of the Plenary Powers 
was necessary) recommend the disposal of Oeobia by suppressing Shibuya’s 
selection of undalis as type and by upholding numeralis in its place. How- 
ever, we must consider not only the negative and admittedly beneficial 
effects of such action on Hellula but also its positive and unfortunate effects 
on numeralis and allies. Here subjective taxonomy must be considered, 
which, though not affecting pure nomenclature, does strongly affect the 
questions of stability and usage that govern exercise of the Plenary Powers. 


7. The species numeralis, if the current identification is correct—an assump- 
tion concerning which there is some doubt—s itself a comparatively obscure 
Palaearctic one, whose nomenclatorial fate is not a matter of great interest. 
However, recent taxonomic work has shown that numeralis belongs to a 
structurally compact, but numerous and widely distributed, genus, with 
probably well over 100 species and an almost cosmopolitan range. At least 
two congeners, Pyralis ferrugalis Hiibner and Scopula rubigalis Guénée, are 
of recognised economic importance, their combined ranges being almost 
world-wide. Generic references of these numerous species have varied 
greatly but, to the best of my knowledge, not one of them with the exception 
of numeralis at the time of Htibner’s erection of the genus and of a few 
species in one obscure reference by Caradja, has ever been listed under 
Oeobia which, as indicated above, has had a limited use, virtually always in 
other senses. Selection, under the Plenary Powers, of numeralis as type 
species of Oeobia would require the use of this name in a completely un- 
familiar sense for the large number of species that would otherwise fall in 
Udea Guénée (type species Pyralis ferrugalis Hiibner, one of the economically 
important species), moreover this use, because of present doubt as to the 
identity of numeralis, might ultimately have to be changed again. Use of 
Oeobia in this sense would militate against stability and universal acceptance 
of the names concerned, and would far counter-balance in this large and 
important genus the stabilising effect it would have on the name of the 
small though important genus Hellula. 


8. If the assumption had been correct that numeralis automatically becomes 
the type of Oeobia, one might perhaps have been tempted to let events 
take their course, regardless of possible disturbance of the names of numeralis 
and congeners. However, as the Plenary Powers must in any event be 
invoked to preserve Hellula, a very satisfactory solution presents itself, 
namely : instead of altering the type of Oeobia simply to suppress the name. 
This would achieve the result, desired by both Dr. Zimmerman and myself, 
of preserving the name Hellula and at the same time would obviate the far- 
reaching changes that would be caused by altering the type species of Oeobia 
from undalis to numeralis. I am submitting separately an application for use 
of the Plenary Powers in this sense. 


9. To sum up :— 


(a) I agree that Oebia would be regarded as an Erroneous Original Spelling 
and Oeobia Hiibner as a Valid Original Spelling. 
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(b) I do not agree that Pyralis numeralis Hiibner is the type of Oeobia 
Hiibner ; on the contrary, I think that Phalaena undalis Hubner is 
the type under existing rules and decisions. 


(c) I agree that the consequent sinking of Hellula Guénée to Oeobia 
Hiibner is undesirable, that means ought to be found to prevent it, 
and that the name Hellula Guénée, with type species undalis Fabricius, 
should be added to the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, 
if necessary by use of the Plenary Powers. 


(d)I do not agree that the name Oeobia Hiibner, with type species 
numeralis Hiibner, should be added to the Official List. On the 
contrary, I think this little-used name ought to be suppressed under 
the Plenary Powers. I apply separately to the Commission for such 
suppression in the immediately following paper.! 


5. Submission of a counter-proposal by Eugene Munroe (Department of 


Agriculture, Division of Entomology, Ottawa, Canada) : With the letter dated 
20th March 1957 under cover of which had been submitted to the Commission 
the comment on Dr. Zimmerman’s application reproduced in the immediately 
preceding paragraph, Dr. Eugene Munroe enclosed a further paper in which 
he set out as an alternative to Dr. Zimmerman’s plan, a counter-proposal under 
which the position of the generic name Hellula Guénée, 1854, and also that of 
Udea Guénée, 1844, would be given absolute protection by the suppression 
by the Commission under its Plenary Powers of the generic name Oeobia 
(emend. of Oebia) Hiibner, [1825]. The paper so submitted was as follows :— 


- 


* 


2 


Proposed suppression under the Plenary Powers of the generic name ‘‘ Oeobia ”” 
Hiibner, [1825] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), for the purposes of 
the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


By EUGENE MUNROE 


(Insect Systematics and Biological Control Unit, Entomology Division, 
Science Service, Department of Agriculture, Ottawa, Canada)* 


The present application for the suppression under the Plenary Powers of the 
generic name Oeobia Hiibner, [1825] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) is 
submitted as a counter-proposal to the application submitted by Dr. Elwood 
C. Zimmerman for the addition of that name to the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology with Pyralis numeralis Hiibner, 1796, as type species (1956, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12. : 248-251), as regards which I have already stated my 
objections in the immediately preceding note.” 


2. The genus Oeobia was erected by J. Hiibner, [1825] (Verz. bekannt. 
Schmett. (23) : 362) for two nominal species, namely: Pyralis numeralis 
Hiibner, 1796, and Phalaena undalis Fabricius, 1781—Hiibner’s erroneous 
subsequent spelling “‘ undulalis” being automatically corrected under 
Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 45, Decision 72(2). 


3. There is a difference of opinion as to which should be considered the 
type species of Oeobia. Zimmerman, in his application, has argued that 
Pyralis numeralis Hiibner is the type species, whereas I, in my comment on 


See paragraph 5 of the present Opinion. 


Contribution No. 3556, Entomology Division, Science Service, Department of Agriculture, 
Ottawa, Canada. 


See paragraph 4 of the present Opinion. 
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Zimmerman’s proposal, have taken the view that Phalaena undalis Fabricius 
is the type species. 


4. Whichever species is taken as type, the stability and universal acceptance 
of the name of an important and widely distributed genus is threatened. If 
Phalaena undalis is accepted as the type species, Oeobia supplants the familiar 
name Hellula Guénée, 1854 (Spéc. gén., Lép. 8 : 415) in general use for a 
small but almost cosmopolitan genus, containing several species of economic 
importance. If Pyralis numeralis is accepted as the type species, Oeobia 
supplants, under current taxonomic arrangements, the name Udea Guénée, 
1844 (in Duponchel, Cat. Méth Lép. Eur. : 209), type species Pyralis ferrugalis 
Hubner—a large and world-wide genus, containing at least two widespread 
crop pests and over 100 other species. Details of usage in the alternative 
cases follow. 


5. Phalaena undalis Fabricius, 1781, was, under the erroneous subsequent 
spelling undulalis, one of the two species included by Hiibner, [1825] (Verz. 
bekannt. Schmett. (23) : 362) in his genus Oeobia (for discussion of the 
spelling of Oeobia see Zimmerman, op. cit.). Hiibner’s generic name was for 
many years disregarded ; the species undalis was placed by standard authors 
(Treitschke, 1829, Schmett. Eur. 7 : 128 ; Duponchel, 1831, Hist. Nat. Lép. 
5(2) : 160, and 1844, Cat. méth. Lép. Eur. : 203) in Nymphula until Guénée, 
1854 (Spéc. gén., Lép. 8 : 415) erected the genus Hellula with undalis as sole 
species. 


6. Guénée did not intend to remove undalis from Oecobia, he simply 
ignored that generic name, as he did all Hiibnerian generic names. Guénée’s 
genus Hellula was universally used for undalis and allies until 1928, when 
Shibuya (J.), (Fac. Agr. Hokkaido imp. Univ. 22 : 246) selected undalis as 
type species of Oeobia. Since that time some authors (e.g. Klima, 1939, 
Lep. Cat. 94 ; Ghesquiére, Ann. Mus. Congo Belge (3) (2) 7: 168 ; Inoue, 1955, 
Check List Lep. Japan 2: 179) have used Oeobia or Oebia for undalis and its 
congeners ; the majority of authors (e.g. McDunnough, 1939, Mem. S. 
California Acad. Sci. 2:11; Capps, 1953, Bull. S. California Acad. Sci. 
52 : 46) have continued to use Hellula. Although the use of Oeobia for 
undalis and congeners is not completely without precedent, it would, as 
Zimmerman (op. cit.) correctly states, cause a definite upset in established 
practice, affecting the names of several common and economically important 
species. 


7. Pyralis numeralis Hiibner, 1796, has had a varied disposition. In my 
opinion the actual identity and generic placement of this species are extremely 
doubtful, but the species commonly accepted as numeralis is a congener of 
Pyralis ferrugalis Hiibner, 1796 (Samm. europ. Schmett. : pl. Pyr. 9, fig. 54), 
type species of Udea Guénée, 1844, a large and world-wide genus, now 
becoming familiar under that name (Munroe, 1950, Canad. Ent. 82 : 220 ; 
Inoue, 1955, op. cit. : 5; Common Names of Insects, 1955, Bull. ent. Soc. 
America 1(4) : 4, 7, 30). So far as I can determine, until Zimmerman’s 
proposal in 1956 Pyralis numeralis had never been taken unequivocally as 
type species of Oeobia. Hampson, 1899 (Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1899 : 239) 
regarded Oeobia as a nomen nudum and cited it in synonymy of the later 
name Pionea Guénée. It is true that he placed undalis in Hellula without 
reference to Oeobia, and that he therefore cannot at that time have regarded 
undalis as type species of Oeobia. However, his virtual restriction of the type 
of Oeobia does not constitute a type selection “rigidly construed’”’ nor, as it 
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antedates Opinion 6, can it have been determined “on the faith of” that 
Opinion. Hampson himself, at this time regarded the name Oeobia as a 
nomen nudum without status, and he did not use it in any binomen. His 
citation in synonymy had no appreciable effect on subsequent usage ; later, 
when he came to accept Hiibner’s names, he resurrected not Oeobia, but 
(erroneously) Hapalia, for the inclusive concept to which he had earlier 
applied the name Pionea. The only reference I can find in which Oeobia 
is used for obvious congeners of the supposed numeralis is an obscure one 
by Caradja, 1937 (Dtsch. ent. Z. Iris. 51 : 166). Meyrick in his later work 
(1933, Exot. Microlep. 4 : 411, et al.) used Oeobia for a number of miscellane- 
ous new species, not related to either undalis or numeralis. His published 
work gives no clue that I can find as to which species he considered the type 
species of Oeobia. There is no evidence whatever that anyone, prior to 
Zimmerman, 1956, has ever in published work accepted numeralis as the type 
of Oeobia on the faith of Opinion 6. 


8. From the above it will be seen that, of the two possible type species of 
Oeobia, acceptance of undalis Fabricius involves an upset of the generally 
(though not quite universally) accepted name of the small but important 
genus commonly known as Hellula ; if the current identification of numeralis 
is correct, acceptance of this species as type of Oeobia involves an upset of the 
name that has been applied to the large and important genus Udea Guénée 
by all authors since this genus was recognised as a natural entity, and by 
several earlier authors to the large assemblage of species in which they 
included numeralis ; the identity of numeralis is moreover open to doubt, 
opening the door to still further instability in the usage of Oeobia if numeralis 
is accepted as type. 


9. Therefore, since :— 

(i) whichever species is accepted as type of Oeobia Hiibner, [1825], this 
name will displace a better-known and widely accepted name for an important 
genus, 

(11) the name Oeobia Hiibner has had very little currency in any sense 
whatsoever, and 

(iii) the species Pyralis numeralis Hiibner, 1796, cannot be taken as type 
species of Oeobia Hiibner under the Rules, so that the protection of the name 
Hellula Guénée, 1854, as sought by Zimmerman, 1956 (: 250), must in any 
event require the use of the Plenary Powers, 


the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is asked :— 


(1) to suppress under the Plenary Powers for the purpose of priority but 
not of homonymy, the generic names Oeobia Hiibner, emend, and 
Oebia Hiibner, [1825] ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 
(a) Hellula Guénée, 1854 (gender : feminine) (type species, by original 
designation : Phalaena undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781) ; 
(b) Udea Guénée, 1844 (gender : feminine) (type species, by mono- 
typy : Pyralis ferrugalis Hiibner, 1796) ; 
(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 
(a) ferrugalis Hiibner, 1796, as published in the combination Pyralis 
ferrugalis (specific name of type species of Udea Guénée, 
i . 


5) 
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(b) undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published in the combination 
Phalaena undalis (specific name of type species of Hellula 
Guénée, 1854) ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Oeobia (emend. of Oebia) Hiibner, [1825], as suppressed under the 
Plenary Powers in (1) above ; 


(b) Oebia Hubner, [1825] (an Invalid Original Spelling for Oeobia), 
as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) above ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


undulalis Hiibner, 1796, as published in the combination Pyralis 
undulalis (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for undalis Fabricius 
(J.C.), 1781, as published in the combination Phalaena undalis). 


6. Publication (a) of Eugene Munroe’s comment on Elwood C. Zimmerman’s 
application and (b) of his counter-proposal : The comment on Dr. Zimmerman’s 
application furnished by Dr. Eugene Munroe (para. 4 above), together with the 
paper in which he set out his counter-proposal (para. 5 above), were sent to the 
printer on 27th March 1957 and the two papers were published on 28th June 
of that year in Part 6 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Munroe, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 183-185 (comment on Zimmerman 
plan), 186-189 (counter-proposal)). 


7. Issue of Public Notices respecting Eugene Munroe’s counter-proposal : 
Unlike the original proposal submitted by Dr. Zimmerman, the counter- 
proposal brought forward by Dr. Munroe involved the possible use by the 
Commission of its Plenary Powers. Accordingly, under the revised procedure 
prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 
(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in 
Dr. Munroe’s counter-proposal was given on 28th June 1957 (a) in Part 6 of 
Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. 
Munroe’s counter-proposal was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial 
publications. In addition, such Notice was given to four general zoological 
serial publications and to eight entomological serials in Europe and America. 


8. Extension to 28th December 1957 of the Prescribed Waiting Period in 
relation to the present case : The receipt of Dr. Munroe’s counter-proposal 
_ and the fact that it involved the possible use of the Commission’s Plenary 
Powers inevitably involved a considerable delay in the consideration of 
Dr. Zimmerman’s original application. In order, however, that this delay 
should be reduced to the smallest possible compass, the Secretary on 28th June 
1957, the date of the publication of Dr. Munroe’s counter-proposal, executed 
a Minute directing that a Voting Paper be submitted to the Commission in the 
present case as soon as possible after the expiry on 28th December 1957 of the 
Prescribed Waiting Period in respect of the portion of Dr. Munroe’s counter- 
proposal which involved the possible use of the Commission’s Plenary Powers. 


9. No Comments received during the Extended Waiting Period : No comments 
were received during the Extended Waiting Period either on Dr. Zimmerman’s 
original proposal or on Dr. Munroe’s counter-proposal. 
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10. Consideration in December 1957 of the procedural problems involved 
in the present case : Towards the close in December 1957 of the Extended 
Waiting Period consideration was given by the Secretary to the arrangements 
to be adopted for obtaining a decision from the International Commission. 
On this, Mr. Hemming took the view that the most convenient course would 
be to invite the Commission to take a vote at once on the counter-proposal 
submitted by Dr. Eugene Munroe, for apart from the clear-cut question of 
principle involved the recommendations set out in that counter-proposal raised 
no matters for investigation, whereas in view of the particulars given in the 
first of the two papers submitted by Dr. Munroe at least one such investigation 
would be necessary before a vote could be taken on Dr. Zimmerman’s applica- 
tion. Accordingly, in reporting to the Commission the conclusions which 
he had reached in this matter, Mr. Hemming added (in Note 4 annexed to the 
Voting Paper issued) that, if the Munroe counter-proposal were to be rejected 
in the coming vote, it would be necessary, before this case was resubmitted to . 
the Commission, for consultations to be held with the original applicant 
(Dr. Zimmerman) in regard to that portion of his plan which was concerned 
with the status of the name numeralis Hiibner, 1796, as published in the com- 
bination Pyralis numeralis, that being the name of the species which had been 
recommended by Dr. Zimmerman for acceptance as the type species of the 
genus Oeobia Hiibner, [1825], but which was considered by Dr. Munroe to be 
a nomen dubium. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


11. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)69 : On 30th December 1957 a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)69) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic 
names Oeobia, Hellula and Udea as submitted by Eugene Munroe in Points (1) 
to (5) in paragraph 9 on pages 188 and 189 in Volume 13 of the Bulletin of 
Zoological Nomenclature” (i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the 
paper reproduced in paragraph 5 of the present Opinion]. 


12. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 30th 
March 1958. 


13. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)69 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)69 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-one (21) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis; Mayr; Boschma; Hering; Prantl; Vokes; Lemche ; 
do Amaral; Bonnet; Dymond; Hankéd; Key; Bodenheimer ; 
Bradley (J.C.); Hemming; Jaczewski; Sylvester-Bradley ; Stoll; 
Tortonese ; Kiihnelt ; Riley ; 


(b) Negative Votes: one (1): 


Mertens ; 
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~ (c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 


Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1) : 


Cabrera. 


14. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 3lst March 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)69, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as Set out in paragraph 13 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision 
so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter 
aforesaid. 


15. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On Ist May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at the 
same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)69. 


16. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


ferrugalis, Pyralis, Hiibner, 1796, Samml. europ. Schmett. : pl. Pyr. 9, fig. 54 
Hellula Guénée, 1854, Hist. nat. gén. Ins., Lép. 8 : 415 

Oebia Hiibner, [1825] (an Invalid Original Spelling for Oeobia) 

Oeobia (emend. of Oebia) Hiibner, [1825], Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (23) : 362 
Udea Guénée, 1844, in Duponchel, Cat. méth. Lépid. Eur. : 209 

undalis, Phalaena, Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, Spec. Ins. 2 : 272 

undulalis, Pyralis, Hiibner, 1796, Sammi. europ. Schmett. : pl. Pyr. 14, fig. 93 


17. Family-Group-Name Aspects : The original applicant (Dr. Elwood C. 
Zimmerman) has stated (in para. 4 of the paper reproduced in para. 1 of the 
present Opinion) that no family-group-name problem arises in the present case, 
the genera involved being currently placed in the family PYRALIDAE. 


18. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 
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19. ‘* Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Thirty-Six (536) of the International Commission on Zoo- 
logical Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this First day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE GENERA | 
** ENCRINURUS ”’ EMMRICH, 1844, AND ‘‘ ODONTOCHILE ”’ 
HAWLE & CORDA, 1847, AND VALIDATION UNDER 
THE SAME POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC NAME 
“PUNCTATUS ” WAHLENBERG, 1821, AS 
PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION ‘‘ ENTO- 
MOSTRACITES PUNCTATUS ” (CLASS 
TRILOBITA) 


RULING :—(1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) The under-mentioned name and the under-mentioned usage of a name 
are hereby suppressed for the purposes both of the Law of Priority 
and of the Law of Homonymy :— 


(1) punctatus Briinnich, 1781, as published in the combination Trilobus 
punctatus ; 


(ii) punctatus, all uses of, in combination with the generic name 
Trilobus Briinnich, 1781, subsequent to Briinnich, 1781, and prior 
to the publication by Wahlenberg in 1821 of the above specific 
name in combination with the generic name Entomostracites 
Wahlenberg, 1821. 


(b) It is hereby directed that the binomen Entomostracites punctatus as 
published by Wahlenberg in 1821 be treated as being a scientific name 
(binominal combination) then published for the first time. 


(c) The specific name punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as published in the 
combination Entomostracites punctatus, as specified in (b) above is 
hereby validated. 


(d) It is hereby directed that the specific name punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, 
as published in the combination Entomostracites punctatus, be inter- 
preted by reference to the lectotype selected therefor by Tripp (R.P.) 
& Whittard (W.F.) (1956) and illustrated in the plate then published 
by those authors and now republished in the present Opinion. 


(e) All selections of type species for the nominal genera in the Class Trilobita 
specified in Column (1) below made prior to the present Ruling are 
hereby set aside and the nominal species specified in column (2) below 
are hereby severally designated to be the type species of the genera 
in question :— 

Name of Genus Nominal species here designated 
under the Plenary Powers to be the 
type species of genus specified in 


Column (1) 
(1) (2) 
(i) Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 Entomostracites punctatus Wahlen- 


berg, 1821, as validated under the 
Plenary Powers in (b) and (c) 
above and as defined under the 
same Powers in (d) above 


(ii) Odontochile Hawle & Corda, Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart, 1822. 
1847 


SMITHSONIAN.___ 
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(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official — 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers Sevens specified 
below :— 


(a) Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 (gender : masculine) (type species, by designa- 
tion under the Plenary Powers in (1)(e)(i) above: Entomostracites 
punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as validated under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(b) and (1)(c) above and as defined under the same Powers in 
(1)(d) above) (Name No. 1328) ; 


(b) Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847 (gender : feminine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1)(e)(ii) above: Asaphus 
hausmanni Brongniart, 1822) (Name No. 1329). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally 
specified below :— 


(a) punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as published in the combination Ento- 
mostracites punctatus, as validated under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) 
and (1)(c) above and as defined under the same Powers in (1)(d) above 
(specific name of type species of Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844) (Name 
No. 1595) ; 


(b) hausmanni Brongniart, 1822, as published in the combination Asaphus 
hausmanni (specific name of type species of Odontochile Hawle & 
Corda, 1847) (Name No. 1596). 


(4) The under-mentioned specific name and the under-mentioned usage of 
a name are hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific 
Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) punctatus Briinnich, 1781, as published in the combination Trilobus 
punctatus, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a)(i) above 
(Name No. 569) ; 


(b) punctatus, all uses of, in combination with the generic name Trilobus 
Briinnich, 1781, subsequent to Briinnich, 1781, and prior to the 
publication by Wahlenberg in 1821 of the above specific name in 
combination with the generic name Entomostracites Wahlenberg, 1821, 
suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a)(4i) above (Name No. 
570) 


(5) The under-mentioned family- -group name is hereby placed on the BE 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 255 :— 


ENCRINURIDAE Angelin, 1854 (type genus : Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


The present case was first brought to the attention of the Office of the 
Commission in a letter dated Sth January 1956 in which Professor W. F. 
Whittard (University of Bristol, Bristol, England) raised the question of 
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obtaining from the International Commission a Ruling which would secure 
for the genus Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 (Class Trilobita) a type species in 
harmony with accustomed usage. The request so submitted was supported 
by Mr. W. P. Tripp (Glasgow) as prospective co-applicant in the proposal to 
be placed before the Commission. Examination of the problem so raised 
disclosed a number of points of detail requiring separate consideration, but 
by the late summer of 1956 these points had all been cleared up and on 10th 
September of that year Mr. Tripp formally submitted on his own behalf and 
on that of Professor Whittard an application for the use by the Commission 
of its Plenary Powers for the purpose of maintaining the established interpreta- 
tion of the nominal genus Encrinurus Emmrich. The application so submitted 
-was as follows :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers (a) to designate type species in harmony 
with accustomed usage for the genera ‘‘ Encrinurus ’? Emmrich, 1844, and 
** Odontochile ’’ Hawle & Corda, 1847, and (b) to validate the specific 
name ‘* punctatus ’? Wahlenberg, 1821, as published in the com- 
bination ‘‘ Entomostracites punctatus ’’? (Class Trilobita) 


By 
RONALD PEARSON TRIPP 
(Glasgow) 
and 


WALTER FREDERICK WHITTARD 
(Bristol) 


Plate 31 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to designate 
Entomostracites punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as represented by the pygidium, 
as the type species of the genus Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 (Class Trilobita), 
and to suppress the name Jrilobus punctatus Briinnich, 1781, for all purposes. 
This application is made in order to avoid confusion in the nomenclature of 
this widely occurring Ordovician and Silurian genus, and also to obtain a 
ruling for incorporation in the Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology. 


2. M. T. Briinnich in 1781 (: 394) described, but did not figure, a trilobite 
as “ Trilobus punctatus, annulis corporis punctis per series transversim 
notatis”’. 


3. G. Wahlenberg in 1821 (: 32, pl. ii, figs. 1, 1*) described and figured 
a cranidium and a pygidium as Entomostracites punctatus quoting Briinnich as 
the author. The cranidium illustrated as fig. 1 represents a calymenid ; the 
pygidium illustrated as fig. 1* is of the form now always accepted as 
characterising Encrinurus. 


4. H. F. Emmrich in 1844 (: 16) founded the genus Encrinurus upon 
Entomostracites punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, the only species which he 
referred to the genus. Both the derivation of the name Encrinurus and the 
diagnosis of the genus indicate that Emmrich was impressed chiefly by the 
characters of the pygidium. 


- 


The plate here referred to appeared as Plate 3 in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
and has been reproduced in the present Opinion as Plate 1. 
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2 See Footnote 1. 
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5. W. F. Whittard in 1938 (: 122) recorded that Professor Christian Poulsen 
(Copenhagen) and he examined Briinnich’s two type pygidia, and that 
probably Trilobus punctatus Briinnich, 1781 and Dalmanites [sic] hausmanni 
(Brongniart, 1822) are synonymous. Whittard stated his opinion that the 
pygidium figured by Wahlenberg automatically became the type specimen 
of Encrinurus punctatus, overlooking the fact that Wahlenberg had quoted 
Briinnich as the author of the species. If Whittard and Poulsen’s opinions 
concerning Trilobus punctatus Briinnich, 1781, are correct and if the normal 
provisions of the rules were applied in this case there would be immense 
confusion for the name Encrinurus, the type genus of a widely distributed 
family, would be transferred to a species belonging to an entirely different 
family of trilobites, and the species named Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart 
would need to be referred to the synonymy of Encrinurus punctatus Briinnich. 


6. In order to avoid the necessity for this change in current nomenclature, 
we recommend that the combination Entomostracites punctatus, as published 
by Wahlenberg, 1821, is to be treated as a combination then published for the 
first time. In anticipation of the approval of the Commission to this 
application, we hereby select the pygidium which Wahlenberg, 1821, figured as 
pl. ii, fig. 1* as the lectotype. This specimen is now preserved in the museum 
of the Palaeontological Institute of Uppsala under the number 1200 ; it is from 
Gotland but the exact locality is unknown. A label has been affixed to the - 
specimen stating that it has been selected by the present authors as the 
lectotype of Entomostracites punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, and that the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature has been asked to validate 
this selection under its Plenary Powers. Annexed to the present application 
is a plate (Pl. 3)? on which are given photographs of the lateral view (fig. 1) 
and of the dorsal view (fig. 2) of the pygidium of the specimen here selected as 
the lectotype. 


7. R.andE. Richter, 1931 (: 140) considered Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart, 
1822, to be the type species of the genus Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847 
(: 208), and this opinion has been followed by later authors. However, 
Vogdes, 1925, had earlier selected Odontochile applanatus Hawle and Corda, 
1847, as the type species. So far as is known Barrande, 1852 (: 538), was 
correct in regarding these two nominal species as subjectively identical with 
one another. 


8. Family-Group Name. The genus Encrinurus Emmrich is the type 
genus of the family ENCRINURIDAE Angelin, 1854 (: 88). This family name 
should be placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology. 
There is no family-group name based on the genus Odontochile. 


Recommendations 


9. In the light of the considerations advanced in the present application, 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is asked :— 
(1) to use its Plenary Powers :— 

(a) to suppress the under-mentioned name and the under-mentioned 
usage of a name for the purposes both of the Law of Priority 
and of the Law of Homonymy :— 

(1) punctatus Briinnich, 1781, as published in the combination 
Trilobus punctatus ; 
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(ii) punctatus, all usages of, in combination with the generic 
name Trilobus Briinnich, 1781, subsequent to Briinnich, 
1781, and prior to the publication by Wahlenberg in 1821 
of the above specific name in combination with the 
generic name Entomostracites Wahlenberg, 1821 ; 


(b) to direct that the binomen Entomostracites punctatus as published 
by Wahlenberg in 1821 be treated as being a scientific name 
(binominal combination) then published for the first time and 
to validate the specific name punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, so 
published ; 


(c) to direct that the specific name punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as 
published in the combination Entomostracites punctatus, be 
interpreted by reference to the lectotype selected therefor 
by Tripp and Whittard in paragraph 6 of, and illustrated in the 
plate annexed to, the present application ; 


(d) under the procedure prescribed by the Thirteenth International 
Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948, for determining the type 
species of a genus based upon a misidentified type genus, (i) to 
set aside all designations or selections of a type species for 
the genus Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 (Class Trilobita) made 
prior to the Ruling now asked for, and (ii), having done so, 
to designate as the type species of the above genus the nominal 
species Entomostracites punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as validated 
under the Plenary Powers under (b) above and as interpreted 
under the same Powers in (c) above ; 


(e) to set aside all type selections for the genus Odontochile Hawle & 
Corda, 1847 (Class Trilobita) made prior to the Ruling now 
asked for, and, having done so, to designate as the type species 
of the foregoing genus, the nominal species Asaphus hausmanni 
Brongniart, 1822 ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 (gender: masculine) (type species, 
by designation under the Plenary Powers under (1)(d) above : 
Entomostracites punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as validated and 
interpreted under the foregoing Powers under (1)(b) and (1)(c) 
above respectively) ; 


(b) Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847 (gender: masculine)* (type 
species, by designation under the Plenary Powers under (1)(e) 
above : Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart, 1822) ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, as published in the combination 
Entomostracites punctatus and as validated and interpreted 
under the Plenary Powers under (1)(b) and (1)(c) above 
respectively (specific name of type species of Encrinurus 
Emmrich, 1844) ; 


3 For a review of the gender to be attributed to the name Odontochile, see paragraph 12 
of the present Opinion. 
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(b) hausmanni Brongniart, 1822, as published in the combination 
Asaphus hausmanni (specific name of type species of Odontochile 
Hawle & Corda, 1847) ; 


(4) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in 
Zoology the name and the usages of a name specified in (1)(a) above, 
as there suppressed under the Plenary Powers ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List of 
Family-Group Names in Zoology: ENCRINURIDAE Angelin, 1854 
(type genus: Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844). 


References 
Angelin, N. P., 1854, Palaeontologia Scandinavica. Pt. I. Crustacea Forma- 
tionis Transitionis, Lipsiae 


Barrande, J., 1852, Systéme Silurien de Centre de la Bohéme 1, Prague and 
Paris 


Brongniart, A., 1822, Histoire Naturelle des Crustacés Fossiles, Les Trilobites, 
Paris 


Briinnich, M. T., 1781, “* Beskrivelse over Trilobiten, en Dyrestaegt og dens 
Arter ”, K. danske vidensk. Selsk. Skr., (n.s.) 1 : 384, Kobenhavn 


Emmrich, H. F., 1844, Zur Naturgeschichte der Trilobiten, Meiningen 


Hawle, I., and Corda, A. J. C., 1847, Prodrom einer Monographie der béhmischen 
Trilobiten, Prague 


Richter, R. and E., 1931, “‘ Unterlagen zum Fossilium Catalogus, Trilobitae, 
V ”, Senckenbergiana, 13 : 140, Frankfurt a.M. 


Vogdes, A. W., 1925, “‘ Palaeozoic Crustacea. Pt. 2. An Alphabetical List of 
the Genera and Subgenera of the Trilobita ”, Trans. San Diego Soc. nat. 
Hist. 4 : 89-115 


Wahlenberg, G., 1821, “‘ Petrificata telluris Svecanae ’’, Nova Acta Soc. Sci. 
Upsal., (5) 8, Upsaliae 


Whittard, W. F., 1938, ““The Upper Valentian Trilobite Fauna of Shrop- 
shire ”, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (11) 1 : 85, London 


Explanation to Plate attached to the present application [Pl. 3*| 


** Entomostracites punctatus ’’ Wahlenberg, 1821 


Illustrations of the lectotype selected by Tripp (R.P.) and Whittard (W.F.) 
in paragraph 6 of the present application (specimen figured by Wahlen- 
berg, 1821, Pl. II. fig. 1). 


Fig. 1. Lateral view of the pygidium 
Fig. 2. Dorsal view of the pygidium 


The photographs are four times the natural size. They have not been 
retouched. 


For these photographs the authors are indebted to Mr. N. Hjorth and 
Dr. V. Jaanusson, Palaeontological Institute of Uppsala University. 


* See Footnote 1. 
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II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Professor 
Whittard’s preliminary enquiry, the question of securing for the genus Encrinurus 
Emmrich, 1844 (Class Trilobita), a type species in harmony with accustomed 
usage was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1059. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 22nd August 1956 and was published on 31st October of that 
year in Part 10 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Tripp & 
Whittard, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 259-263). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 31st October 1956 (a) in Part 10 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the application by Mr. Tripp 
and Professor Whittard was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial 
publications. In addition such Notice was given to four general zoological 
publications and to three palaeontological serials in Europe and America. 


5. Support received : The publication of the present application and the issue 
of Public Notices as to the possible use by the Commission of its Plenary Powers 
in connection therewith elicited comments from three specialists (Denmark, one ; 
United Kingdom, two), all of whom supported the proposals submitted. The 
communications so received are reproduced in the immediately following 
paragraphs. 


6. Support received from C. J. Stubblefield : On 5th February 1957, Dr. C. J. 
Stubblefield (Geological Survey and Museum, London) addressed the following 
letter of support to the Office of the Commission (Stubblefield, 1957, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 13 : 103) :— 


I wholeheartedly support the proposal that the well-known generic name 
Encrinurus be validated as based upon Entomostracites punctatus Wahlenberg, 
since this usage is in accord with current practice among trilobite workers. 


I also support the proposal that the generic name Odontochile should be 
validated as based upon Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart. I consider, however, 
that the genus Odontochile should be attributed to Corda in Hawle and Corda, 
rather than to Hawle and Corda unless the Commission chooses to rule that 
the Prodrom einer Monographie der béhmischen Trilobiten published as a 
separate work in Prague in 1847 is a joint work despite Hawle’s subsequent 
disclaimer of co-authorship.*® 


7. Support received from Christian Poulsen: On 7th February 1957, 
Dr. Christian Poulsen (Universitetets Mineralogisk-Geologiske Institut, Den- 
mark) addressed the following letter of support to the Office of the Commission 
(Poulsen, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 102) :— 


The purpose of this letter is to inform the International Commission that 
I support the application of Dr. R. P. Tripp and Dr. F. W. Whittard re: 


5 Such a decision has now been taken by the Commission in Direction 95 (Ops. Decls. int. 
Comm. zool. Nomencl. 18 : (ix)—(xxiv)). 
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Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844, and Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847, etc., and — 
that I recommend the actions proposed in their application. 


8. Support received from James L. Begg : On 18th March 1957, Dr. James L. 
Begg (Glasgow) addressed the following letter of support to the Office of the 
Commission (Begg, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 136) :— 


I have read the separate by my friends Mr. Ronald Tripp and Professor © 
Whittard. The trilobite pygidium figured on Plate 3 I have always identified 
as Encrinurus punctatus Emmrich, but in view of what is stated in the Bulletin 
I quite agree that it should now be named Entomostracites punctatus 
Wahlenberg. 


9. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed in the 
present case was received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


10. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 : On 15th May 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)35) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “ the proposal relating to the species to be accepted 
as the type species of the genus Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 (Class Trilobita) and 
associated matters as set out in Points (1) to (5) in paragraph 9 on pages 261-262 
of Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ’’ {i.e. in the Points 
numbered as above in paragraph 9 of the paper reproduced in the first para- 
graph of the present Opinion]. 


11. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting Paper was 
issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period would 
normally have closed on 15th August 1957. For the reasons explained in the 
Minute reproduced in paragraph 13 below this Period was however later 
extended in order to permit of the examination of a problem in regard to one 
of the names involved which had arisen since the issue of the above Voting 
Paper. 


12. Substitution of a Revised Proposal as to the gender to be attributed to 
the generic name ‘‘ Odontochile ’’ Hawle & Corda, 1847 : On Ist August 1957, 
Mr. Hemming as Secretary, executed the following Minute containing supple- 
mentary information as to the gender properly attributable to the generic name 
Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847, one of the names proposed in this case for 
addition to the Official List, and placing on record and endorsing the with- 
drawal by the applicants of the proposal that the gender to be attributed to the 
above generic name on the said List be the masculine gender and the substitution 
therefor of a revised proposal that the gender to be so attributed be the feminine 
gender :— 


Review of the gender to be attributed to the generic name 
** Odontochile ’’ Hawle & Corda, 1847 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


On receipt of his copy of Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 relating to the generic 
names Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844, and Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847, 
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Professor Tadeusz Jaczewski (Warsaw) expressed the view that the attribution 
in the application of the masculine gender to the generic name Odontochile 
Hawle & Corda must have been due to some piece of inadvertence which 
should now be corrected. Immediately upon receiving from Professor 
Jaczewski the note referred to above, I raised the above point both with 
Mr. R. P. Tripp, the senior applicant in the present case, and with Professor 
the Rev. L. W. Grensted, Consulting Classical Adviser to the International 
Commission, and asked each for observations and advice. 


2. Mr. Tripp in a letter dated 15th June 1957 replied that he had originally 
attributed the masculine gender to the generic name Odontochile because 
he had been advised that it should be treated as a Latinised compound 
word of Greek origin, having the meaning “ thousand-toothed ”’ (ddovus, 
tooth ; yéAvos thousand). Mr. Tripp added :—‘“‘It must be admitted, 
however, that this term hardly applies to the morphology of the form in 
question, and possibly some other interpretation of the derivation would be 
more apt... I shall be interested to hear, and quite prepared to agree to, 
whatever the Commission’s Consulting Classical Adviser recommends.” 


3. Professor Grensted furnished two Reports, the first before he had seen 
Mr. Tripp’s letter of 15th June 1957, the second afterwards. These Reports 
were as follows :— 


(a) Report dated 14th June 1957 


Odontochile : J see no reason at all for making this masculine [the 
gender attributed in the original application]. The bee, Megachile, is treated 
as feminine. These are curious formations, but the obvious thing to do 
is to treat these words as feminine formations (like Melanippe, Xanthippe 
or in modern nomenclature Orsodacne Latreille, 1802, which its author 
prudently but in vain altered to Orsodacna in 1804). Nobody has ever 


wanted to make these names in “-e’’ neuter. Odontochile must be 
feminine, so far as its form goes. 


(b) Report dated 23rd June 1957 


Thank you for sending me a copy of Mr. Tripp’s letter. The derivation 
[of Odontochile| cannot be from yiAcos (a thousand), which makes no 
sense, and in any case would not affect the gender which must be feminine 
by the simple form of the name. Like Megachile, it is a rather queer 
derivative noun. It is from 6dovs (a tooth) and yetAos (a lip). Megachile 
is simply “ big-lipped’”’ from péyas and yetAos. It comes under Copen- 
hagen Decision 84(3) in any case. The genders of dd5ovs and yetAos are 
quite irrelevant. 


4. On 29th July 1957, Mr. Tripp (on receiving a copy of Professor Grensted’s 
Report of 23rd June) replied that he most willingly accepted Professor 
Grensted’s conclusions. 


5. It is clear from the information now available that the attribution in the 
original application of the masculine gender to the name Odontochile was 
incorrect and that the true gender is the feminine gender. For this reason 
and because of the withdrawal by the applicants of their proposal that the 
masculine gender be attributed to the above generic name I now as Secretary 
hereby direct that in the above respect Application Z.N.(S.) 1059 be amended 
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by the insertion therein of a proposal that the gender to be attributed to the © 
generic name Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847, be the feminine gender in 
place of the masculine gender originally proposed. 


13. Extension of the Voting Period for Voting Paper V.P.(57)35: On 
2nd August 1957 Mr. Hemming as Secretary executed the following Minute ~ 
extending the Voting Period in respect of Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 in order to | 
permit of certain further investigations into the relationship between two 
nominal species involved in connection with the genus Odontochile Hawle & 
Corda, 1847 :— 


Extension of the Prescribed Voting Period for Voting 
Paper V.P.(57)35 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 


(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


Under cover of a letter dated 16th July 1957 received in the Office of the 
Commission on 31st July 1957, Professor J. Chester Bradley has raised a 
point as to the relationship between the nominal species Odontochile applanatus 
Hawle & Corda, 1847, and Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart, 1822, of which 
the former is the type species under the Régles of the genus Odontochile 
Hawle & Corda, 1847, and the latter the species recommended in the 
application for designation as type species under the Plenary Powers. 


2. The question raised by Professor Bradley is one which should be 
investigated before a decision is taken by the Commission on the issues 
involved in the present case. In order to permit of this being done, while at 
the same time avoiding any unnecessary delay in the reaching of a decision 
on this case by the International Commission, I now as Secretary hereby 
direct :— 


(a) that immediate consultations be undertaken by the Office of the 
Commission with Mr. R. P. Tripp and Professor W. F. Whittard, 
the applicants in the present case, and, if necessary, with other 
specialists in the group concerned for the purpose of clearing up 
the questions raised by Professor Bradley regarding the relationship 
to one another of the nominal species specified in paragraph | above ; 


(b) that the Prescribed Voting Period in respect of Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 
be extended beyond 15th August 1957 for such period as may be 
necessary in order to make it possible to bring the consultations 
prescribed in (a) above to a satisfactory conclusion. 


14. Report on the relationship between the actual type species of the genus 
** Odontochile ’’ Hawle & Corda, 1847, and the species proposed to be designated 
as such under the Plenary Powers : On 5th February 1958, Mr. Hemming as 
Secretary executed the following Minute in which he set out the results of the 
investigations undertaken in consultation with the applicants in regard to the 
relationship between the nominal species Odontochile applanatus Hawle & 
Corda, 1847, the type species under the Régles of the genus Odontochile Hawle 
& Corda, 1847, and Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart, 1822, the nominal species 
recommended by the applicants for designation under the Plenary Powers to be 
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the type species of the above genus. In the same Minute Mr. Hemming gave 
directions that the Report so submitted be included in the Commission’s 
Opinion on this case when it came to be prepared :— 


On the reasons underlying the request that the nominal species ‘‘Asaphus 
hausmanni ’’ Brongniart, 1822, be designated type species of 
the genus ‘‘ Odontochile ’’ Hawle & Corda, 1847 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


Towards the end of the Prescribed Voting Period Professor J. Chester 
Bradley (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) addressed to the Office 
of the Commission a letter (dated 16th July 1957), in which, after observing 
that the proposals submitted in regard to the designation of a type species 
for Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847, were only distantly related to that 
submitted for the determination of the identity of the type species of 
Encrinurus Emmrich, he expressed the view that there was a problem in 
regard to the first of these cases which required to be solved before the 
Commission agreed to use its Plenary Powers in the manner proposed. 


2. The comment made by Professor Bradley in regard to the Odontochile 
case was as follows :— 


According to the petitioners the type species of Odontochile Hawle & 
Corda, 1847, is O. applanatus H. & C., 1847. Their petition seeks to change 
the type species to a subjective synonym, Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart 
by invoking the Plenary Powers, No assertion is made that confusion 
would result if this were not done, and since the two nominal species 
have been held to be subjective synonyms since 1852 (cf. par. 7 of the 
petition) it cannot be held that confusion would arise. 


3. On receipt of the above communication I entered into correspondence 
with the joint applicants in the present case for the purpose of ascertaining 
more fully the factual background as regards the matters raised by Professor 
Bradley. On the basis of the information so obtained I wrote a letter 
to Professor Bradley as follows on 6th January 1958 :— 


It now appears that the synonymy between the two names [ O. applanatus 
Hawle & Corda, 1847, and Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart, 1822] has been 
accepted at second-hand by one author after another and that in fact the 
only authority for it is that of Barrande (1852). We all know of cases 
where the opinion of a single author has been uncritically copied from 
one work to another but it is seldom that this is found to have persisted 
for so long a period. Now however that we know what is the position 
in this case, we see that the identification of applanatus and hausmanni rests 
on very insecure foundations, more especially in view of the fact that the 
nominal species Odontochile applanatus has never been figured and the 
description given for it by Hawle & Corda is considered by the applicants 
to be not diagnostic. Indeed, they state that, in their view, this name 
should be regarded as a nomen dubium. In recent times a number of 
previously rejected “‘ Hawle & Corda” species have been brought to life 
as the result of investigations of Barrandian material by Czech palaeonto- 
logists and, as the applicants point out, there is a possibility that at some 
future date the type material of applanatus Hawle & Corda may come 
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to light in the above collection and may be found to consist of specimens 
of some species other than hausmanni. Hawle & Corda themselves, it may 
be noted, regarded applanatus and hausmanni as distinct species and it was 
only through the action of Barrande that they have come to be identified 
with one another. 


It was because the applicants in this case considered it important that the 
position of Odontochile should be assured that they recommended in their 
paper that the Commission should use its Plenary Powers to designate the 
known species A. hausmanni to be the type species of this genus in place 
of the unknown species O. applanatus selected as the type species by 
Vogdes—this selection being due, possibly, in the opinion of the applicants, 
to the fact that it was the first of the new species of Hawle & Corda’s 
cited in this genus. The long-established interpretation of this genus is 
based on the known species hausmanni and the purpose of the proposal 
in paragraph 9(1)(e) of the application was to give an assured basis to 
Odontochile and to avoid the risk that some day that genus might be 
upset through its type species (applanatus) being found to belong to some 
other genus. The application, I might perhaps add, was based upon 
discussions with the late Professor Rudulf Richter and with Dr. C. J. 
Stubblefield (Geological Survey and Museum, London), two of the most 
outstanding Trilobite specialists. 


In the light of the information now received, I consider that, although 
the original application was not sufficiently self-explanatory on the point dis- 
cussed above, there isa good case for the action in this matter recommended 
by the applicants and I feel confident that you will share this view. On the 
question of procedure I propose, in order to put this matter in its proper 
perspective, to include in the Commission’s Opinion, when it comes to be 
written, the supplementary evidence now provided by the applicants. 


4. On 30th January 1958, Professor Chester Bradley replied as follows, 
concurring both in the proposals submitted by the applicants and in the 
procedure suggested in my letter of 6th January 1958 (paragraph 3 above) :— 
“'V.P.(57)35. Encrinurus and Odontochile Z.N.(S.) 1059. I have your letter 
of 6 January on this case and agree with you that the proper course is to 
publish the Commission’s Opinion, including the additional information. 
In view of this information, I can now subscribe without reservation to the 
application.” 


5. In accordance with the terms of the foregoing correspondence with 
Professor Bradley I now as Secretary hereby direct that when the Opinion 
embodying the Commission’s decision on Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 comes 
to be prepared, the text of the present Minute be included therein. 


15. Close of the Extension to the Voting Period in respect of Voting Paper 
V.P.(57)35 : Following the execution on 5th February 1958 of the Minute 
regarding the relationship of the nominal species Odontochile applanatus 
Hawle & Corda, 1847, and Asaphus hausmanni Brongniart, 1822, Mr. Hemming 
on the same day executed a further Minute giving directions that the Voting 
Period in respect of Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 which had been extended by the 
Secretary's Minute dated 2nd August 1957 for the purpose of enabling the 
foregoing enquiry to be carried out be now closed forthwith. 


16. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 : At the close on 
Sth February 1958 of the Voting Period in respect of Voting Paper V.P.(57)35, 
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as extended by the Minute executed by the Secretary on 2nd August 1957, 
the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)35 was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-three (23) 
Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Hering; Vokes; Prantl; Lemche; Holthuis; Riley; Dymond ; 
do Amaral; Esaki; Hanko; Stoll; Jaczewski; Key; Mertens ; 
Bodenheimer ; Boschma; Bonnet; Hemming; Sylvester-Bradley ; 
Cabrera ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Tortonese ; Miller ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 


None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, two (2): 
Mayr ; Kuhnelt ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


17. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 5th February 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)35, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 16 above and declaring that, subject to the 
correction (as agreed with the applicants) of the gender to be attributed to the 
generic name QOdontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847, as set out in the Minute 
executed by the Secretary on Ist August 1957 (paragraph 12 above), the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


18. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 2nd May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)35. 


19. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844, Naturgesch. Trilobiten : 16 


hausmannii, Asaphus, Brongniart, 1822, in Brongniart & Desmarest, Hist. nat. 
Crust. foss. > 21 


Odontochile, Hawle & Corda, 1847, Prodrom einer Monogr. béhm. Trilobiten : 92 
punctatus, Trilobus, Briinnich, 1781, K. Danske Vidensk. Selsk. Skr. (n.s.) 1 : 394 


punctatus, Entomostracites, Wahlenberg, 1821, Nov. Acta Reg. Soc. Sci. upsal. 
Seo] Wl, We. 1 (neces. 1] 
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20. Reference for the Selection of a Lectotype for a Nominal Species : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a lectotype for a nominal species 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Entomostracites punctatus Tripp (R.P.) & Whittard (W.F.), 1956, 
Wahlenberg, 1821 Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 260, para- 
graph 6 


21. Original Reference for a Family-Group Name: The following is the 
original reference for the family-group name placed on the Official List of names 
of taxa belonging to that category by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


ENCRINURIDAE Angelin, 1854, Palaeont. scand. 1 (Crust. Format. transit.) : 88 


22. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


23. *‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Thirty-Seven (537) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Second day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF A TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE NOMINAL 
GENUS ‘*‘ PTYCHOPYGE ” ANGELIN, 1854 (CLASS TRILOBITA) 


RULING :—(1) the following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) All selections of type species for the nominal genus Ptychopyge Angelin, 
1854 (Class Trilobita) made prior to the present Ruling are hereby 
set aside. 


(b) Following upon (a) above, the nominal species Asaphus angustifrons 
Dalman, [1827], is hereby designated to be the type species of the 
genus Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1330 :— 


Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 (gender : feminine) (type species, by designation 
under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Asaphus angustifrons Dalman, 
[1827]). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1597 :— 


angustifrons Dalman, [1827], as published in the combination Asaphus 
angustifrons (specific name of type species of Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 22nd July 1955, Dr. Valdar Jaanusson (Uppsala Universitets Paleonto- 
logiska Institution, Uppsala, Sweden) addressed a preliminary communication 
to the Office of the Commission on the question of the possible use of the 
Plenary Powers for the purpose of validating the existing usage of the generic 
name Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 (Class Trilobita). Following correspondence 
with the Secretary on certain questions of detail, the following substantive 
application was submitted to the Commission by Dr. Jaanusson on 10th 
January 1956 :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to designate a type species in harmony 
with generally accepted usage for the genus ‘‘ Ptychopyge ’’ Angelin, 
1854 (Class Trilobita) 


By VALDAR JAANUSSON 
(Paleontologiska Institutionen, Uppsala Universitet, Sweden) 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to designate as the type 
species of the genus Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 (Class Trilobita) the species 
generally accepted as such, thereby avoiding the serious confusion which 
would inevitably result from the application of the normal provisions of the 
Régles in this case. The generic name Ptychopyge was proposed in 1854 
(: 51) by Angelin who included a number of species in this genus. 
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2. Brégger (1886 : 32) gave the first comprehensive discussion of Ptychopyge 
after Angelin, and stated that “als typische Art dieser Formengruppe 
[=Ptychopyge]| ... diirfte Pt. angustifrons, Dalm. gelten konnen ’”’. The genus 
was treated monographically by Fr. Schmidt (1904 : 30-31) who also regarded 
Ptychopyge angustifrons (Dalm.) as “‘ typische Art der Gattung’”’. The same 
species was given as the type species of Ptychopyge by Reed (1930 : 290) and 
Skjeseth (1952: 165). The latter writer attributed the selection of the type 
species of Ptychopyge to Brogger (1886) but the wording in Brégger’s paper 
as cited above can scarcely be regarded as constituting a definite selection of 
the type species. 


3. The nominal species Ptychopyge appanata |Sic!] Angelin was designated 
as the type species of the genus Ptychopyge by Vogdes (1890: 84). This 
selection by Vogdes was purely formal, given in a list of genera and their 
type species, and Ptychopyge applanata was probably chosen by him because 
it was the first species of the genus mentioned by Angelin (1854 : 51). Vogdes 
had no first-hand knowledge either of this genus or of related European 
genera. In a later list of Trilobite genera Vogdes (1925: 111) recorded 
Ptychopyge glabrata Angelin, 1854, as the type species of Ptychopyge, without 
giving any explanation as to the reason of the change of the type species. 


4. The original material of Ptychopyge applanata Angelin, 1854, cannot be 
traced in the State Museum of Natural History (Naturhistoriska Riksmuseet) 
in Stockholm, nor has any other specimen resembling Angelin’s figure been 
obtained from the type region (Kinnekulle, Vastergétland, Sweden). Only 
the pygidium was figured and very briefly described by Angelin (1854: 51, 
Pl. XXVII, fig. 6). The figure is, moreover, too roughly drawn (ornamenta- 
tion being omitted) to allow the identification of the species with certainty. 
Thus, the name Ptychopyge applanata must at present for all practical pur- 
poses be regarded as a nomen dubium. The genus Ptychopyge as defined by 
Angelin was since then subdivided into several genera and a further sub- 
division is very likely. The attribution of Ptychopyge applanata to any of 
the genera which show a similar type of pygidium cannot be safely established 
if based only on the figure of Angelin (1854). If the normal provisions of 
the Régles were strictly applied in this case, the well-known generic name 
Ptychopyge would, therefore, have to be regarded as a nomen dubium. 


5. In actual fact all workers but Vogdes on the genus Ptychopyge and 
related genera have regarded Asaphus angustifrons Dalman, [1827] (: 239), 
as the type species of Ptychopyge. Also for Angelin (1854) this species was 
more completely known than any other species referred by him to Ptychopyge. 


6. The generic name Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854, has not been taken as the 
base for a family-group name, Angelin’s genus being cuea referred to the 
family ASAPHIDAE. 


7. In the light of the foregoing considerations, I ask that the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature should :— 
(1) use its Plenary Powers :— 
(a) to set aside all type selections for the genus Ptychopyge Angelin, 
1854, made prior to the decision now proposed to be given ; 


(b) to designate Asaphus angustifrons Dalman, [1827], to be the type 
species of the foregoing genus ; 
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(2) place the generic name Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 (gender : feminine) 
(type species, by designation, as proposed under (1)(b) above, under 
the Plenary Powers: Asaphus angustifrons Dalman, [1827]) on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology ; 


(3) place the specific name angustifrons Dalman, [1827], as published in the 
combination Asaphus angustifrons (specific name of type species of 
Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854) on the Official List of Specific Names in 
Zoology. 


8. A decision on the question dealt with in the present application is 
urgently required in connection with the preparation of the forthcoming 
Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology and for this reason it is particularly 
hoped that it will be possible for the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature to settle this question as quickly as possible. 
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II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Jaanusson’s 
preliminary enquiry the question of the validation of the existing usage of the 
generic name Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 (Class Trilobita) was allotted the 
Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 997. 


3. Support received before publication of application : Prior to the publication 
of the present application the following letter of support was received by the 
Office of the Commission signed jointly by Dr. Gunnar Henningsmoen 
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(Paleontological Museum, University of Oslo) and Dr. Leif Stormer (Paleonto- 
logical Institute, University of Oslo) (Henningsmoen & Stormer, 1956, Bull. 
zool. Nomencl. 11 : 364) :— 


We are aware that Broégger (1886) unfortunately did not definitely state 
that Ptychopyge angustifrons was the type species of Ptychopyge, and that the 
first legal designation of a type species was that of Vogdes (1890), who selected 
Pt. app(Danata as type species. 


As pointed out by V. Jaanusson, it would be most unfortunate if Prt. 
applanata, apparently a nomen dubium, should be regarded as type species. 
We strongly support Dr. Jaanusson’s proposal to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature of recognizing Pt. angustifrons as the type species 
of the genus Ptychopyge. 


4. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 20th February 1956 and was published on 30th November 
of that year in Part 12 of Volume 11 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Jaanusson, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 11 : 359-361). 


5. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 30th November 1956 (a) in Part 12 of Volume 11 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the part in which Dr. Jaanusson’s 
application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications 
and to three palaeontological serials in Europe and America. 


6. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed in the 
present case was received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)44 : On 3rd June 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)44) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “‘ the proposal relating to the proposed designation 
of a type species in harmony with accustomed usage for the genus Ptychopyge 
Angelin, 1854, as set out in Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 7 on page 360 of 
Volume 11 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ {i.e. in the paragraph 
numbered as above in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the 
present Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 3rd 
September 1957. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)44 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)44 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-three (23) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Hering ; Vokes ; Lemche ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma ; Key ; 
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Jaczewski; Mayr; Prantl; Dymond; Riley; Bonnet ;- Hanko ; 
Esaki; Sylvester-Bradley ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Tortonese ; do Amaral ; 
Stoll ; Hemming ; Cabrera ; Kiihnelt ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned, two (2) : 
Miller! ; Mertens!. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 7th October 1957, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)44, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 3rd May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)44. 


12. Original References for Generic and Specific Names: The following 
are the original references for generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


angustifrons, Asaphus, Dalman, [1827], K. Vetensk.-Akad. Handl., Stockholm 
1826 (No. 2) : 239 


Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854, Pal. scand. (ed. 1] 2 : 51 


13. Family-Group-Name Aspect: No family-group-name problem arises 
in the present case, the genus Ptychopyge Angelin, as the applicant explains 
(in paragraph 6 of the application reproduced in the first paragraph of the 
present Opinion), being currently placed in the genus ASAPHIDAE. 


14. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


1 After the close of the Prescribed Voting Period late affirmative votes were received from 
Commissioner Miller and from Commissioner Mertens. 
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15. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Thirty-Eight (538) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Third day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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PROTECTION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME ‘‘ BULLATA”? MULLER (O.F.), 1776, AS PUBLISHED IN 
THE COMBINATION ‘“AKERA BULLATA”’ (CLASS 
GASTROPODA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific name canaliculata 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Bulla canaliculata, is hereby 
suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law 
of Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Generic Names in Zoology with the name No. 1331 :— 


Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776 (gender : feminine) (type species, by monotypy : 
Akera bullata Miller (O.F.), 1776). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 
(a) bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination Akera 
bullata (specific name of type species of Akera Miller (O.F.,) 1776) 
(Name No. 1598) ; 

(b) soluta Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], as published in the combination Bulla soluta 
(Name No. 1599). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) the under-mentioned names, each of which is an Invalid Emendation 
of Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776 :— 
(i) Acera Lamarck, 1812 (Name No. 1226) ; 
(ii) Acera Rafinesque, 1815 (Name No. 1227) ; 
(iii) Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1846 (Name No. 1228) ; 
(iv) Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1848 (Name No. 1229) ; 
(v) Aceras Locard, 1886 (Name No. 1230) ; 
(b) the under-mentioned names, each of which is a junior objective synonym 
of Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776 :— 
(i) Vitrella Swainson, 1840 (Name No. 1231) ; 
(ii) Eucampe Gray (J.E.), 1847 (Name No. 1232) ; 


(c) Vitrella Clessin, 1877 (a junior homonym of Vitrella Swainson, 1840) 
(Name No. 1233). 


(5) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Officia 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 

(a) canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Bulla 

canaliculata, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) above 
(Name No. 571) ; 
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(b) akera Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], as published in the combination Bulla akera 
(a junior objective synonym, through the lectotype selection by Lemche 
(1957), of bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination 
Akera bullata) (Name No. 572) ; 


(c) donovani Gray (J.E.), 1847, as published in the combination Eucampe 
donovani (a junior objective synonym, through the lectotype selection 
by LLemche (1957), of bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the 
combination Akera bullata) (Name No. 573). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 256 :-— 


AKERIDAE Pilsbry, 1893 (type genus : Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776). 


(7) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) AKERATIDAE Pilsbry, 1896 (type genus: Akera Miiller, (O.F.), 1776) 
(an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for AKERIDAE Pilsbry, 1893) (Name 
No. 285) ; 


(b) ACERIDAE Odhner, 1907 (type genus: Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776) (an 
Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for AKERIDAE Pilsbry, 1893) (Name 
No. 286). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 5th June 1948, Dr. Henning Lemche (then of the Kgl. Veterinaer-og 
Landbohojskole, Copenhagen, and now of the Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, 
Copenhagen) addressed a preliminary communication to the Office of the 
Commission on the subject of the possible preservation of the specific name 
bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination Akera bullata. 
This case raised a question of what constitutes a Valid Emendation (in this 
case, the emendation to Acera of the name Akera Miiller, 1786), a matter 
which was at that time sub judice and remained so until after the Copenhagen 
Congress in 1953. The issue here involved was examined in 1954 in the light 
of the Copenhagen decision, and this led to the submission to the Commission 
by Dr. Lemche of the following application on 5th November 1956 :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of securing that the 
name ‘‘ bullata’’ Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination 
‘*Akera bullata ’’, shall be the oldest available name for the species 
currently so known (Class Gastropoda) 


By HENNING LEMCHE 
(Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen) 


The present application has two objects. Of these the principal is to ask the 
Commission to use its Plenary Powers for the purpose of validating the specific 
name bullata, Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination Akera 
bullata, by suppressing the name canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in 
the combination Bulla canaliculata. The second object of the present applica- 
tion is to obtain from the Commission an authoritative Ruling on the question 
whether the original orthography for the generic name Akera Miiller (O.F.), 
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1776, should be retained or whether that name should be emended to Acera. 
It will be convenient for purposes of presentation to consider the second of 
these questions first. 


I. Question of the orthography to be adopted for the generic name 
published as ‘‘Akera ”’ by Miiller (O.F.) in 1776 


2. The nominal genus Akera was founded by Miiller (O.F.) in 1776 (Zool. 
dan. Prodr. : xxix, 242) for the single species Akera bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776 
(ibid. : 242), which is therefore the type species of this genus by monotypy. 


3. This generic name was spelled ““Akera ” by Miiller in all his publications, 
but from the point of view of a Latin or Latinised word this spelling appears 
to be incorrect. Lamarck in 1812 (Extr. Cours Zool. Mus. Hist. nat., Paris) 
was apparently the first author to emend the spelling of this generic name, 
which he altered to Acera. Later, the same emendation was published by 
two other authors, first, by Rafinesque (1815, Analyse Nature : 142) and, 
second by Agassiz (J.L.R.) (1846, Nomencl. zool., Moll. : 3). A few years 
later Agassiz again published this emendation as new (1848, Nomencl. zool. 
Index uniy. : 19). 


4. In 1948 (K. danske vidensk. Selsk. (Biol. Skrift.) 5 (No. 3) : 98—99) in 
Part II of my paper ““ Northern and Arctic Tectibranch Mulluscs ”’, I made a 
survey of the relative frequency with which the spellings Akera and Acera had 
been used in the literature relating to the North Atlantic Ocean. I then 
found that in a total of 119 papers, the spelling Akera had been used in 61 
papers and the spelling Acera in 58 papers. It can, I think, be safely assumed 
that these papers are representative of the literature as a whole and therefore 
that there has been no decided preference either for the spelling Akera or 
for the spelling Acera. 


5. The present case was first submitted to the Commission in February 
1947 at a time when the provisions in the Rég/es relating to the emendation 
of names (Article 19) were far from clear. It seemed likely, however, at that 
time that the spelling Akera ought to be emended to Acera, as being either a 
faute dorthographe or a faute de transcription. Since that time the whole 
question of the rules to be observed in emending names has been studied 
exhaustively by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, Copen- 
hagen, 1953, which substituted a new and clear set of rules for the ambiguous 
provisions of the old Article 19. Under the decisions taken by the Copen- 
hagen Congress an emendation is not to be accepted unless there is “ clear 
evidence in the original publication that this spelling was based on an inad- 
vertent error’ ; at the same time the Congress laid it down that the expres- 
sion “inadvertent error’’ does not include an error of transliteration into 
the Latin alphabet from some other alphabet (1953, Copenhagen Decisions 
zool. Nomencl. : 43, Decision 71(1)(a)(i)). Since, as already explained 
(paragraph 3) there is nothing in Muiller’s Prodromus of 1776 to indicate 
that the spelling Akera was due to an inadvertent error, it is now clear that 
the spelling Akera is a Valid Original Spelling and that the later emendations 
of this name to Acera were Invalid Emendations. Further, it is evident 
from the particulars given in paragraph 4 above that there would be no 
justification on grounds of usage for the use of the Plenary Powers for the 
purpose of validating the emendation Acera. 
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6. In order that the treatment to be accorded to the various aspects of 
the present case may be as comprehensive as possible reference should be 
made also to the following names, each of which is objectively invalid and 
none of which has ever been used since the papers in which they were originally 
published :— 


(a) Vitrella Swainson, 1840, Treat. Malac. : 360 


This genus was established by Swainson with the following 
diagnosis: ‘“‘Animal—? shell internal, hyaline, subtransparent, 
convolute ; the apex carinated, the substance elastic”. No nominal 
species was cited by Swainson, but the description which he gave 
cannot well be anything but that of Akera bullata Miller, 1776. I 
accordingly hereby place that nominal species in the genus Vitrella 
Swainson and designate it as the type species of that genus, thus 
making the name Vitrella Swainson, 1840, a junior objective 
synonym of Akera Miiller, 1776. It should be noted also that 
there is a name Vitrella Clessin, 1877 (Dtsch. Excurs.-Moll. Fauna : 
321, 334) which is an invalid junior homonym of Vitrella Swainson. 


(b) Eucampe (Leach) Gray (J.E.), 1847, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (1) 20 : 268 


In his paper on the “ Classification of the British Mollusca by 
W. E. Leach, M.D., 1818” Gray cited ““Eucampe Donovani. Bulla 
akera Mont.”. The name donovani Gray is no more than an un- 
wanted substitute name for akera Gmelin, [1791] (m Linnaeus, 
Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1: 3434), as published in the combination 
Bulla akera, for Montagu never published this as a new name, 
using it only (1804, Test. Brit. 1 : 219) as previously employed by 
Gmelin. Gmelin’s name akera is also an unwanted name based 
upon a number of bibliographical references, of which the first 
was to Akera bullata Miller, 1776. In order to dispose of these 
names I hereby select the type specimen of Akera bullata Miller 
to be the lectotype both of Bulla akera Gmelin, [1791], and of 
Eucampe donovani Gray, 1847, thus making both akera Gmelin 
and donovani Gray junior objective synonyms of bullata Miller. 
By this action the nominal species Eucampe donovani Gray and 
Akera bullata Miiller become objectively identical with one another, 
and, as the former is the type species by monotypy of Eucampe 
Gray, 1847, while (as already shown) the latter is the type species 
of Akera Miiller, 1776, the name Eucampe Gray is invalid as a junior 
objective synonym of Akera Miller. 


(c) Aceras Locard, 1886, Prodr. Malac. franc. 2 (Moll. mar.) : 79 


In a work designed to correct all the names of genera of Mollusca 
occurring in France Locard invalidly emended the name Akera 
Miller to Aceras. 


7. In order finally to settle the question discussed above, I now ask the 
International Commission to place the generic name Akera Miiller on the 
Official List and the various invalid emendations of that name discussed 
above, together with the invalid names Vitrella Swainson and Eucampe 
Gray, on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 
At the same time the invalid homonym Vitrella Clessin should also be placed 
on that Index. 


8. The nominal genus Akera Miiller was apparently first made the type 
genus of a family-group taxon by Pilsbry in 1893 (in Tryon, Man. Conch. 
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15 : 350). The name so published was in the correct form AKERIDAE. Three 
years later, however, Pilsbry (1896, ibid. 16 : 230) emended this name to the 
incorrect form AKERATIDAE, while in 1907 (K. Svensk. Vet.-Akad Handl. 
(4) 41 (No. 4) : 7) Odhner introduced the further invalid variant ACERIDAE. 
The above name in the form in which it was published by Pilsbry in 1893 
should now be placed on the Official List, the two invalid variants noted 
above being at the same time placed on the Official Index. 


II. Proposed suppression under the Plenary Powers of the specific name 
** canaliculata ’’? Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
** Bulla canaliculata ”’ 


9. According to current taxonomic ideas, the genus Akera Miiller contains 
two species, namely: (1) Akera bullata Miiller, 1776 (the type species) ; 
(2) Bulla soluta Gmelin, [1791] (in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(6) : 3434). 
The second of these species lives in East Indian waters. There is, however, 
a nominal species which has been doubtfully referred to this genus. This 
is Bulla canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 727). The type 
specimen of this species has been lost. According to Hanley (1855, Jpsa Linn. 
Conchylia : 207), however, that specimen probably belonged to a species of 
Akera. Hanley considered that the name canaliculata was probably a senior 
synonym of ceylanica Bruguitre (Bulla ceylanica Bruguiére, [1792], Ency. 
méth., Vers 1(2) : 377), which itself is now regarded as a junior synonym of 
soluta Gmelin, [1791]. Jeffreys, writing some twelve years later (1867, Brit. 
Conch. 4 : 432) suggested, however, that canaliculata Linnaeus might be 
another name for the species now known as bullata Miiller. 


10. The two species of Akera are well established under the names bullata 
Miiller and soluta Gmelin, the former especially being very well known. It 
would therefore be open to great objection if either were to be threatened by 
the name canaliculata Linnaeus, which has not been used since the time of 
Linnaeus. As a nomen dubium, the last name, while serving no useful 
purpose, will constitute a potential danger to stability in nomenclature, so 
long as it is open to any author to claim to identify the species so named with 
one or other of the two species of Akera. I recommend therefore that this 
name should be suppressed by the Commission under its Plenary Powers for 
the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homo- 


nymy. 


Iii. Recommendations 


11. In the light of the considerations outlined in the preceding paragraphs 
I recommend the International Commission :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers for the purpose of suppressing the specific 
name canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Bulla canaliculata, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not 
for those of the Law of Homonymy ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology: Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776 (gender : feminine) 
(type species, by monotypy : Akera bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776) ; 
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(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination 
Akera bullata (specific name of type species of Akera Miller 
(O.F.), 1776) ; 


(b) soluta Gmelin, [1791], as published in the combination Bulla 
soluta ; ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) the under-mentioned names, each of which is an Invalid Emenda- 
tion of Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776 :— 
(i) Acera Lamarck, 1812; 
(ii) Acera Rafinesque, 1815 ; 
(iii) Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1846 ; 
(iv) Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1848 ; 
(v) Aceras Locard, 1886 ; 
(b) the under-mentioned names, each of which is a junior objective 
synonym of Akera Miller (O.F.), 1776 :— 
(i) Vitrella Swainson, 1840) ; 
(ii) Eucampe Gray (J.E.), 1847 ; 


(c) Vitrella Clessin, 1877 (a junior homonym of Vitrella Swainson, 
1840) ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Bulla canaliculata, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers 
under (1) above ; 


(b) the under-mentioned specific names, each of which is a junior 
objective synonym of bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published 
in the combination Akera bullata :— 

(i) akera Gmelin, [1791], as published in the combination 
Bulla akera ; 

(ii) donovani Gray (J.E.), 1847, as published in the combination 
Eucampe donovani ; 


(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology : AKERIDAE Pilsbry, 1893 (type 
genus: Akera Miller (O.F.), 1776) ; 


(7) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 
Names in Zoology, the undermentioned family-group names, each 
of which is an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for AKERIDAE Pilsbry, 
1893 (type genus: Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776) :— 


(a) AKERATIDAE Pilsbry, 1896 ; 
(b) ACERIDAE Odhner, 1907. 
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II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Lemche’s 
preliminary communication the question of the possible preservation of the 
specific name bullata Miller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination 
Akera bullata, (Class Gastropoda), was allotted the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.)380. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 9th October 1956 and was published on 25th January 1957 
in Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Lemche, 
1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 3-8). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 25th January 1957 (a) in Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Lemche’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition 
such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications and to one 
specialist serial in Europe. 


5. Question of the form of the family-group name based on ‘‘Akera ”’ Miiller 
(O.F.), 1776 : During the Prescribed Six-Month Waiting Period following the 
publication of the present application in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
a correspondent raised the question of the spelling which should be used for 
the family name based on the generic name Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776. This 
question was referred to Professor L. W. Grensted, Consulting Classical Adviser 
to the Commission, who on 3rd April 1957 submitted the following Report :— 


The form AKERIDAE is certainly correct. The name is a queer one, since 
““k” is a very rare letter in Latin and the Greek “«’’, as in kepas, a horn 
(from which, I suppose, Akera is derived) would normally be transliterated 
by “c’”. The Latin Kalendae—Kalends—is almost the only word where 
tice. Kk)’ is retained. 


The case of Akera is exactly like that of Trichocera (TRICHOCERIDAE), 
Heterocerus (HETEROCERIDAE), Tetanocera (TETANOCERINAE) and many more 
coming under Copenhagen Decision 84(3) in a perfectly normal way. 


6. No Objection Received : The publication of the present application and 
the issue of Public Notices in regard thereto elicited no objection to the general 
purposes sought by the applicant. Indeed, the only communication received 
in regard to this case was that in regard to the form of the family-group name 
involved in this case. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)46 : On 31st July 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)46) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the specific name 
bullata Miiller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination Akera bullata, 
as set out in Points (1) to (7) in paragraph 11 on pages 6-8 in Volume 13 of the 
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Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ {i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above 
in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 31st 
October 1957. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)46 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)46 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Bodenheimer ; Holthuis ; Mayr ; Hering ; Mertens ; Lemche ; Hanko ; 
Key ; Vokes ; Dymond ; Riley ; Bradley (J.C.) ; do Amaral ; Esaki ; 
Hemming ; Prantl ; Kihnelt ; Stoll ; Bonnet ; Boschma ; Jaczewski ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Tortonese ; Miller ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 


None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On Ist November 1957, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)46, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal sub- 
mitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 4th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)46. 


12. Original References for Generic and Specific Names: The following 
are the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Acera Lamarck, 1812, Extr. Cours Zool. Mus. Hist. nat., Paris 

Acera Rafinesque, 1815, Analyse Nature : 142 

Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1846, Nomencl. zool., Moll. : 3 

Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1848, Nomencl. zool. Index uniy. : 19 

Aceras Locard, 1886, Prodr. Malac. fran¢g. 2 (Moll. mar.) : 79 

Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776, Zool. dan. Prodr. : xxix, 242 

akera, Bulla, Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1 : 3434 
bullata, Akera, Miiller (O.F.), 1776, Zool. dan Prodr. : 242 

canaliculata, Bulla, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 727 

donovani, Eucampe, Gray (J.E.), 1847, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (1) 20 : 268 
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Eucampe Gray (J.E.), 1847, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (1) 20 : 268 

soluta, Bulla, Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1 : 3434 
Vitrella Swainson, 1840, Treat. Malac. : 360 

Vitrella Clessin, 1877, Dtsch. Excurs. Moll. Fauna : 321, 334 


13. References for selection of lectotypes for nominal species : The following 
are the references for the selection of lectotypes for nominal species specified in 
the Ruling given in the present Opinion :-— 


For Bulla akera Gmelin (J.F.), [1791] Kemeche (Ee)) 1957.) Bulls zool. 
Nomencl. 13 : 5, paragraph 
6(b) 
For Eucampe donovani Gray (J.E.), Lemche (H.), 1957, Bull. zool. 
1847 Nomencl. 13 : 5, paragraph 
6(b) 


14. Original References for Family-Group Names : The following are the 
references for the family-group names specified in the Ruling given in the 
present Opinion :— 


ACERIDAE Odhner, 1907, K. Svensk. Vet.-Akad. Handl., Stockholm (4)41 
(No. 4) : 7 


AKERATIDAE Pilsbry, 1896, in Tryon, Man. Conch. 16 : 230 
AKERIDAE Pilsbry, 1893, in Tryon, Man. Conch. 15 : 350 


15. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures: The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


16. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Thirty-Nine (539) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Fourth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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PROTECTION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAMES ‘‘ BENGALENSIS ” DAUDIN, [1802], AS PUBLISHED IN 
THE COMBINATION ‘* TUPINAMBIS BENGALENSIS ”’, AND 
**SALVATOR ” LAURENTI, 1768, AS PUBLISHED IN 
THE COMBINATION ‘‘ STELLIO SALVATOR ”? (CLASS 

REPTILIA) 


RULING :—(1) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby suppressed 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy :— 


(a) monitor Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta monitor ; 


(b) dracaena Linnaeus, 1766, as published in the combination Lacerta 
dracaena ; 


(c) salvaquardia Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination Stellio 
salvaquardia. 


(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) bengalensis Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination Tupinambis 
bengalensis (a name taking precedence over the name cepedianus 
Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination Tupinambis cepedianus 
(a name published in the same work and on the same date), by reason 
of the First Reviser selection in its favour made by Duméril & Bibron, 
(1836)) (Name No. 1600) ; 


(b) salvator Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination Stellio salvator 
(Name No. 1601). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) monitor Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta monitor, 
as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above (Name No. 


b) 


(b) dracaena Linnaeus, 1766, as published in the combination Lacerta 
dracaena, aS suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above 
(Name No. 575) ; 


(c) salvaquardia Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination Stellio 
salvaquardia, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(c) above 
(Name No. 576). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 25th April 1953, Professor Dr. Robert Mertens (Senckenbergische 
Naturhistorische Gesellschaft, Frankfurt a. Main, Germany) addressed a pre- 
liminary communication to the Office of the Commission on the question 
of the possible use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of protecting well- 
known specific names for two species of Varanid lizard, namely, the specific 
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names bengalensis Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination Tupinambis 
bengalensis, and salvator Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination 
Stellio salvator. Correspondence between the Secretary and the applicant 
brought to light the existence of a more complex situation than had originally 
been suspected.’ In due course, however, the difficulties so disclosed were 
overcome and on 3lst October 1956 Professor Mertens submitted the following 
definitive application to the Commission for consideration :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to secure that the specific names 
** bengalensis (Tupinambis) ’’ Daudin, [1802], and ‘‘ salvator (Stellio) ”’ 
Laurenti, 1768, shall be the oldest available names for the Varanid 

Lizards concerned 


By ROBERT MERTENS 
(Senckenbergische Naturforschende Gesellschaft, Forschungs-Institut 
u. Natur-Museum Senckenberg, Frankfurt a.M., Germany) 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission to use its Plenary Powers in such a way as to put an end to the existing 
state of confusion and uncertainty regarding the names properly applicable 
to two species of Varanid Lizards. The specific names which it is desired that 
the Commission should stabilise in this way are: (a) the name bengalensis 
Daudin, [1802],* as published in the combination Tupinambis bengalensis, 
and (b) the name salvator Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination 
Stellio salvator. The relevant facts of this case are set out in the following para- 
graphs. Since one of the names involved has been used for both the species 
in question it has been considered convenient during the earlier discussion 
to refer to these species as Species ““A’’ and Species “‘ B ” respectively. 


Names given or applied to Species ‘‘A’’ 


2. Up to the year 1929 Species “‘A’’ was known in the literature by the 
specific name bengalensis Daudin (Tupinambis bengalensis Daudin, [1802], in 
Sonnini’s Buffon, Hist. nat. Rept. 3 : 67). In that year, however, Flower, 
1929, (List vertebr. Anim. 3 : 145) identified the nominal species Lacerta 
monitor Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 201) with Species “A” and 
accordingly substituted the name monitor Linnaeus for the name bengalensis 
Daudin. In this action Flower was followed by a number of authors. In 
my revision of the Varanids (1942, Abh. senckenberg. naturf. Ges. 462 : 13), 
however, I retained the long-established name bengalensis Daudin, although 
at that time I was under the impression that that name was technically a 
junior synonym of the name dracaena Linnaeus, 1766 (Lacerta dracaena 
Linnaeus, 1766, Syst. Nat. (ed. 12) 1(1) : 360). The name bengalensis 
Daudin has continued to be the name generally used for Species “A” and 
it is very desirable in the interest of stability in nomenclature that the status 
of this name should now be confirmed by the Commission. 


3. The application of the name monitor Linnaeus to Species “A” by 
Flower was particularly unfortunate, for not only did it disturb the position 
of the name bengalensis Daudin but in addition it did so without any 


* Harper, 1940 (Amer. Midland Nat. 23 : 692) has shown that this volume was published in 
1802 between January and August. 
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justification, for an inspection of the plates in Seba’s Thesaurus on which this 
nominal species was based by Linnaeus shows clearly that, although this was 
a composite species, Species ““A”’ was not included init. This will at once be 
seen by the following analysis of the figures in question, against each of which 
the modern equivalent has been added in a second column :— 


Figure in Seba Modern equivalent 
Seba Mus. 2.t.86.f.2 Varanus s. salvator (Laurenti, 1768) 
55 Perak Ossfalinn 
bs 1.t.94,f1 +  Varanus n. niloticus (Linnaeus, 1766) 
+s Oana) 


The diagnosis given by Linnaeus for his species monitor is of no assistance, 
since it is such that it would apply to a number of species of Varanus in 
immature form. It reads: “‘ Corpus maculis albis ocellatis verticillatum. 
Fasciae abdominis albi lineares interruptae ’’. There is a specimen, 430 mm. in 
length, preserved in the Stockholm Museum which is referable to bengalensis 
Daudin and which has been claimed to be part of the original material of 
monitor Linnaeus (Andersson, 1900, Bihang svensk Vet.-Akad. Handl. (4) : 
26 (No. 1): 5). In my view, this claim has not been established. The 
most reasonable course is to regard the name monitor Linnaeus as an older 
name not for Species “A” (bengalensis) but for Species “ B’”’ (salvator) 
discussed in paragraph 7 below. 


4. For the reasons set out above it is a necessary part of any settlement of 
the present case in such a way as to ensure continuity in nomenclature that 
the International Commission should use its Plenary Powers to suppress the 
specific name monitor Linnaeus, 1758, discussed above. The same applies to 
the specific name dracaena Linnaeus, 1766, which (as explained in paragraph 2 
above) has sometimes in the past been brought forward as the oldest name 
for Species “A” (bengalensis). In actual fact this name should be regarded 
as a nomen dubium. As such, the name dracaena Linnaeus serves no useful 
purpose and, as by reason of its early date, it constitutes a permanent potential 
threat to currently accepted nomenclature, it should certainly be suppressed 
under the Plenary Powers. 


5. It is necessary now to consider the specific name salvaquardia Laurenti, 
1768 (Stellio salvaquardia Laurenti, 1768, Specimen med. Syn. Rept. : 57), 
which also enters into the present case. The nominal species Stellio salva- 
quardia Laurenti is based upon a figure in Seba’s Thesaurus (1 : pl. 101, fig. 1) 
which had previously been taken by Linnaeus as the basis for his nominal 
species Lacerta dracaena. The specific name salvaquardia Laurenti, 1768, is 
thus a junior objective synonym of dracaena Linnaeus, 1766. At present 
therefore it is an invalid name, but, if (as proposed in paragraph 4 above) the 
name dracaena Linnaeus is now suppressed by the Commission under its 
Plenary Powers, the name salvaquardia Laurenti would become an available 
name and in its turn a potential threat to the stability of the name bengalensis 
Daudin, unless it too were suppressed under the Plenary Powers. It is 
accordingly recommended that this course be adopted by the International 
Commission. 


6. There is one other name which requires to be considered in connection 
with Species “A”. This is the name cepedianus Daudin (Tupinambis 
cepedianus Daudin, [1802], in Sonnini’s Buffon, Hist. nat. Rept. 3 : 43). The 
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name cepedianus Daudin applies to Species “A’’, which (as we have seen) ~ 
Daudin named bengalensis later in the same volume (: 67). The names | 
cepedianus and bengalensis were published in the same book and on the same 
date and as the name cepedianus has page precedence over the name bengalensis, | 
it has been suggested that, if the name monitor Linnaeus is not used for 
Species ““A’’, the name to be used for that species ought to be cepedianus and 
not bengalensis. This argument is incorrect, because under the Régles the 
relative precedence of two names given to the same taxon in the same book ~ 
is to be determined not by the principle of page precedence but by that of the © 
First Reviser (see 1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 66-67, — 
Decision 123). In the present case the First Revisers were Duméril (A.M.C.) 
and Bibron (G.), (1836, Erpétologie gén. 3 : 480) who placed the name 
cepedianus in the synonymy of bengalensis. It is part of the present proposal — 
that the name bengalensis Daudin should be placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology and in view of the claims which have been (mis- 
takenly) advanced in favour of the name cepedianus Daudin, it would be 
helpful that in the entry to be made in the Official List in regard to bengalensis 
Daudin, a reference were to be made to the action taken by Dumeéril & Bibron ~ 
as First Revisers. 


Names given or applied to Species ‘* B ”’ 


7. The name currently used by almost all authors for Species “B” is 
salvator Laurenti, 1768 (Stellio salvator Laurenti, 1768, Specimen med. 
Syn. Rept. : 56) and it is very desirable that this name should not be disturbed. 
However, as explained in paragraph 3 above, there can be little doubt that the 
much older name monitor Linnaeus, 1758, also applies to Species “ B”’ and 
should therefore replace the name salvator Laurenti unless action is taken 
by the International Commission to prevent this from happening. The name 
salvator has actually been replaced in this way by Deraniyagala in his recent 
Coloured Atlas of some Vertebrates of Ceylon (2 : 86). It has already been 
recommended (paragraph 4) that the name monitor Linnaeus, as a potential 
threat to the name currently used for Species “A’’, should be suppressed by 
the Commission under its Plenary Powers. The need for such action is 
greatly reinforced by the much more serious threat to the name (salvator) 
currently used for Species ““ B ”’ represented by the name monitor Linnaeus. 


Recommendations 


8. For the reasons set out in the preceding paragraphs the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is asked to stabilise the names to be 
used for the species of Varanus lizards here under discussion by using its 
Plenary Powers to suppress the older names by which they are threatened, 
this being the only way by which further argument and confusion can be 
prevented. The action which the International Commission is now asked to 
take is that it should :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned specific names 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law 
of Homonymy :— 

(a) monitor Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta 
monitor ; 

(b) dracaena Linnaeus, 1766, as published in the combination Lacerta 
dracaena ; 
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(c) salvaquardia Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination 
Stellio salvaquardia ; 


(2) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) bengalensis Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination 
Tupinambis bengalensis, the entry so made to bear an endorse- 
ment that the above name takes precedence over the subjective 
synonym cepedianus Daudin, [1802], as published in the com- 
bination Tupinambis cepedianus (a name published in the same 
work and on the same date) by reason of the First Reviser 
selection made in its favour by Duméril & Bibron, (1836) ; 


(b) salvator Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination Stellio 
salvator ; 


(3) place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in 
Zoology the three specific names specified in (1) above, as there 
proposed to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers. 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Mertens’s 
preliminary communication the question of the protection of two well-known 
specific names for two species of Varanid lizards was allotted the Registered 
Number Z.N.(S.) 761. 


3. Objection received from P. Deraniyagala prior to the publication of the 
present application: On 20th May 1953, that is, within a few weeks of the 
receipt in the Office of the Commission of Professor Mertens’s preliminary 
communication of 25th April 1953 (referred to in paragraph 1 above) Dr. P. 
Derantyagala (Director, National Museum, Colombo, Ceylon) furnished the 
following statement of his objections to the action proposed :— 


I have the honour to state that there is a proposal to exercise the Plenary 
Powers in fixing the names of two Varanus lizards of Ceylon and South East 
Asia at the forthcoming Zoological Congress. 

Malcolm Smith (1943) in the Fauna of British India Vol. 2 has named these 
two lizards Varanus monitor and Varanus salvator whereas Mertens (1942) 
terms the former Varanus bengalensis. 

However, recent investigation has revealed that the oldest recognizable 
description is when Daudin named it Tupinambis cepedianus and the “ type ” 
specimen is still in the Muséum d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris (vide Daudin, 
1802, Hist. nat. Rept. 3 : 43). I see no reason why a synonym should be 
adopted for this varanus when there is a perfectly good type specimen and 
a valid published description. This is definitely not a case for the exercise 
of Plenary Powers. 

Investigation has revealed that the name Varanus monitor (Linné) should 
replace Varanus salvator. Seba’s illustrations (Vol. 2, pl. 86, fig. 2) to which 
the name Lacerta monitor have been applied by Linné are sufficiently distinctive 
to enable identification and there is no reason for discarding the Law of 
Priority and exercising the Plenary Powers in this instance. 


4. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 7th November 1956 and was published on 25th January 1957 
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-in Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Mertens, 
~ 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 9-12). 


5. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 25th January 1957 (a) in Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Mertens’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given to four general zoological publications and to two 
herpetological serials in Europe and America respectively. 


6. No objection elicited by publication of the present application : The publica- 
tion of the present application and the issue of Public Notices regarding the 
possible use of the Plenary Powers elicited no objection to the action proposed. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)47 : On 31st July 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)47) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the specific name 
bengalensis Daudin, [1802] (Tupinambis), and salvator Laurenti, 1768 (Stellio), 
as set out in Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 8 on page 12 of Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ [i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above 
in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issue4 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 31st 
October 1957. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)47 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)47 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Bodenheimer ; Holthuis ; Mayr ; Hering ; Mertens ; Lemche ; Hanko ; 
Key ; Vokes ; Dymond ; Riley ; Bradley (J.C.) ; do Amaral ; Esaki ; 
Hemming ; Prantl ; Jaczewski ; Kiihnelt ; Stoll ; Bonnet ; Boschma ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Tortonese ; Miller ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 
None. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On Ist November 1957, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the - 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)47, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
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were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision 
so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter 
aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On Sth May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in com- 
plete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Com- 
mission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)47. 


12. Original References : The following are the original references for the 
names placed on Official Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the 
present Opinion :— 
bengalensis, Tupinambis, Daudin, [1802], in Sonnini’s Buffon, Hist. nat. Rept. 

3°: 67 
dracaena, Lacerta, Linnaeus, 1766, Syst. Nat. (ed. 12) 1(1) : 360 
monitor, Lacerta, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 201 
salvaquardia, Stellio, Laurenti, 1768, Specimen med. Syn. Rept. : 57 
salvator, Stellio, Laurenti, 1768, Specimen med. Syn. Rept. : 56 


13. Reference for a First Reviser selection determining the relative prece- 
dence to be accorded to two names published in the same work and on the same 
date : The following is the reference for the First Reviser selection determining 
the relative precedence to be accorded to two names published in the same 
work and on the same date specified in the Ruling given in the present 
Opinion :— 

First Reviser selection of the specific name | 
bengalensis Daudin, [1802], as published | 
in the combination 7; upinambis bengalen- 
sis, to take precedence over the pe 


| 

| seit 
name cepedianus Daudin, [1802], as > Dumeril é& Bibron, 1836, 

| 

| 

| 


published in the combination Tupinambis NO? Bee. 2 


cepedianus, the above being names 
published in the same work and on the 
same date. 


14. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


15. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty (540) of the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Fifth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAMES “ CHRYSOPHANUS ”? HUBNER, 1818, AND ‘“ BITHYS ” 
HUBNER, 1818 (CLASS INSECTA, ORDER LEPIDOPTERA) 

(‘‘ OPINION ” SUPPLEMENTARY TO 

** OPINION ”’ 165) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the under-mentioned generic 
names are hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not 
for those of the Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) Bithys Hubner, 1818 ; 
(b) Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Strymon Hibner, 1818 (gender : masculine) (type species, by selection 
by Riley (N.D.) (1922) : Strymon melinus Hiibner, 1818) (Name No. 
1332); 


(b) Strymonidia Tutt, [1908] (gender: feminine) (type species, through 
Rule (f) in Article 30 (type species of substitute nominal genera) by 
original designation as type species of the replaced nominal genus 
Leechia Tutt, [1907] : Thecla thalia Leech, [1893]) (Name No. 1333). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) melinus Hiibner, 1818, as published in the combination Strymon melinus 
(specific name of type species of Strymon Hiibner, 1818) (Name No. 
1602) ; 


(b) thalia Leech, [1893], as published in the combination Thecla thalia 
(specific name of type species of Strymonidia Tutt, [1908]) (Name No. 
1603) ; 


(c) leucophaeus Hibner, 1818, as published in the combination Bithys 
leucophaeus (Name No. 1604) ; 


(d) titus Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, as published in the combination Hesperia 
titus (Name No. 1605). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) Bithys Hiibner, 1818, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) 
above (Name No. 1234) ; 


(b) Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b) above (Name No. 1235) ; 


(c) Bythis Geyer, [1827-1831] (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Bithys 
Hubner, 1818) (Name No. 1236) ; 
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(d) Leechia Tutt, [1907] (a junior homonym of Leechia South, 1901) (Name 
No. 1237). 


(5) In accordance with the provisions of Declaration 28, it is hereby ruled 
that the nominal family-group taxon CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder (S.H.), (1889) - 
was based upon a misidentified type genus and therefore that the above family- 
group name possesses no status under either the Law of Priority or the Law of 
Homonymy. 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 257 :— 


STRYMONIDI Tutt, [1907] (type genus : Strymon Hiibner, 1818) 


(7) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name 
No. 287 :— 


CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder (S.H.), (1889) (type genus : Chrysophanus Hubner, 
1818, incorrectly treated as having Papilio hippothoé Linnaeus, 1761, 
as type species) (invalid under (5) above because the nominal taxon so named 
was based upon an erroneously determined type genus). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


Gn 9th February 1954, Mr. Francis Hemming (London) notified the Office 
of the Commission that, in his opinion and in that of Mr. N. D. Riley (British 
Museum (Natural History), London), it was very desirable in the interests of 
nomenclatorial stability in the Order Lepidoptera (Class Insecta) that the 
Commission should now without further delay take up the question which it 
had postponed by the Ruling given in its Opinion 165 (1945, Ops. Decls. int. 
Comm. zool. Nomencl. 2 : 359-374) as to the interpretation of the nominal 
genera Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818, and Bithys Hiibner, 1818, the position 
as regards which remained, in the view of these specialists, as confused and 
confusing as ever. In the same communication Mr. Hemming intimated that 
it was his and Mr. Riley’s intention at an early date themselves to submit an 
application to the Commission on this subject. Various circumstances com- 
bined to delay this project but on 12th November 1956 the following application 
was submitted by the above specialists :— 


Proposed suppression under the Plenary Powers of the generic names 
‘* Chrysophanus *’ Hiibner, 1818, and ‘‘ Bithys’’ Hiibner, 1818 
(Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. (London) 
and 
N. D. RILEY, C.B.E. 
(British Museum (Natural History), London) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to suppress two 
generic names in the Order Lepidoptera (Class Insecta) which have been 
found to possess type species entirely different from those for long accepted 
as such, with the result that the continued usage of either of these names 
would give rise to serious confusion in the nomenclature of the group con- 
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cerned. The names in question are not directly connected with one another 
but in each case the difficulty arises from the same cause and it has been 
considered therefore that it would be convenient for the problems arising in 
connection with these names to be submitted to the Commission in a single 
application. In the case of one of these names (Bithys) the applicants, in 
submitting the present paper, are complying with an undertaking given by 
them at the time when another associated name (Strymon) was under con- 
sideration by the Commission. The need for an early decision on both these 
names has been accentuated by the fact that in a revision of the subfamily 
THECLINAE recently presented by one of the present applicants (Riley) to the 
Tenth International Entomological Congress at its meeting held in Montreal 
it was necessary to explain that the status of these names was at present 
sub judice, pending a decision by the International Commission on the 
issues involved. The relevant particulars involved in this case are set out in 
the following paragraphs. 


2. The generic names primarily involved in the present case are Bithys 
and Chrysophanus, both first published by Jacob Htibner. In each case 
Hiibner published these names in two different books at about the same time 
and unfortunately it is his usage in what is now known to have been the later- 
published of the two books concerned which for over one hundred years was 
mistakenly accepted as the earlier of the two usages. The particulars of the 
two occasions on which each of these names was published by Hiibner, 
together with corresponding particulars regarding the name Strymon Hiibner 
which (as noted above) is to some extent involved in the present case are as 
follows :— 


(a) Bithys Hiibner 
Hubner, 1818, Zutr. z. Sammi. exot. Schmett. 1 : 18, no. 44 
id., [1819], Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (5) : 75 


(b) Chrysophanus Hiibner 
Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 24, no. 68 
id., [1819], Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (5) : 72 


(c) Strymon Hiibner 
Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Sammi. exot. Schmett. 1 : 22, no. 61 
id., {18191, Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (5) : 74 


3. The situation created by the attribution of these names to the Verzeichniss 
bekannter Schmettlinge [sic] instead of to the earlier Zutrdge zur Sammlung 
exotischer Schmetterlinge is described in the following paragraphs. 


4. On the basis that the name Bithys Hiibner was first published in the 
Verzeichniss its type species would have been Hesperia strephon Fabricius, 
1793, by selection by Scudder (1875, Proc. amer. Acad. Arts Sci., Boston 
10 : 127), but this selection has been little applied in the literature. If this 
selection had been valid, the name Bithys Hiibner would have applied to a 
Central American species now placed in the omnibus (unrevised) genus 
Strymon Hiibner. The species which in the past was widely accepted as 
representative of Bithys Hibner is Papilio quercus Linnaeus, 1758, that species 
having been selected (though invalidly) by Tutt in [1907] (Nat. Hist. Brit. 
Butts. 2 : 231, 234) as the type species of this genus. It is in this sense, as a 
name for a genus customarily regarded as being very close to the true Thecla 
Fabricius (type species: Papilio betulae Linnaeus, 1758), that the name 
Bithys Hiibner has been widely used. When, however, we turn to the passage 
in the Zutrdge (1 : 18) in which the name Bithys was first published, we find 
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that on that occasion Hiibner placed in this genus only two species of South 
American hairstreaks. Of these Bithys leucophaeus Hiibner, 1818 (Zutrdge 
z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 18, pl. [16], figs. 87, 88) was selected as the type” 
species by one of the present applicants (Riley) in 1922 (J. Bombay nat. Hist.” 
Soc. 28 : 466). 


5. Up to about thirty years ago the name Chrysophanus Hiibner had for 
many decades been almost universally used as the name for a genus of 
Palaearctic and Nearctic species popularly known as “The Coppers”. This 
usage was based upon the belief on the part of some authors that the type” 
species was Papilio hyllus Cramer, [1775] (Uitl. Kapellen 1(4) : 67) and 
on the part of others, the related species Papilio hippothoé Linnaeus, 1761 
(Faun. svec. (ed. 2) : 56). The first of these species was selected as type — 
species by Scudder (S.H.) in 1872 (4th Ann. Rep. Peabody Acad. Sci. 1871 : 56) ; 
the second was so selected by the same author in 1875 (Proc. amer. Acad. — 
Arts Sci., Boston 10 : 141, 142). Both these species were included in this © 
genus by Hiibner in the Verzeichniss, the work at that time regarded as that | 
in which this generic name was first published. The name Chrysophanus was — 
dropped by most authors when it was realised that the oldest generic name for © 
“The Coppers’ as a whole was Lycaena Fabricius, 1807. Even today, ~ 
however, no one meeting the name Chrysophanus in the literature would 
suppose that any but a species of ‘Copper’? was under discussion. The 
position of this genus was examined by Riley in 1922 (J. Bombay nat. Hist. 
Soc. 28 : 457) in the light of the discovery that its name had been first © 
published in Volume | of the Zutrdge. Unfortunately, Riley overlooked the 
fact that, although the principal species then dealt with under the name 
Chrysophanus was the new nominal species Chrysophanus mopsus Hubner, © 
1818 (Zutr. z. Samm. exot. Schmett. 1 : 24, pl. [24], figs. 135, 136), Hiibner ~ 
did also cite as belonging to this genus the nominal species Papilio circe — 
[Denis & Schiffermiiller], 1775 (Ankund. syst. Werkes Schmett. Wiener — 
Gegend: 181). In consequence Riley treated this genus as being mono- — 
typical with Chrysophanus mopsus Hiibner as type species. This action of 
Riley’s constitutes a valid type selection under Rule (g) in Article 30 as 
clarified by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 © 
(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 181-182). The species which is thus the type 
species of the genus Chrysophanus Hiibner is a North American Hairstreak 
currently placed in the great unrevised genus Strymon Hibner. 


6. If the generic name Strymon Hiibner had been first published in the 
Verzeichniss, the type species of the genus so named would have been Strymon 
mopsus Hibner, 1818 (Zutr. z. Sammi. exot. Schmett. 1 : 24, pl. [24], figs. 135, 
136) by selection by Scudder in 1872 (4th Ann. Rep. Peabody Acad. Sci. 1871 : 
53). It is this type selection which has formed the basis of the currently 
accepted interpretation of this genus. This type selection is, however, invalid 
(the species selected not having been included by Hiibner in the Zutrdge). 
Fortunately the species which by selection by Riley in 1922 (J. Bombay nat. 
Hist. Soc. 28 : 472) is the valid type species of the genus Strymon Hiibner 
(i.e. Strymon melinus Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 22, 
pl. [21], figs. 121, 122) is not far removed taxonomically from Strymon mopsus 
Hubner and is congeneric with that species. 


7. Before examining the issues raised by the fact that the names discussed 
above were published first in Volume 1 of the Zutrdge and not in the 
Verzeichniss, as was for so long believed, it is desirable to pause for a moment 
to consider the position of these three generic names in relation to one another, 
having regard to the fact that they were all published in the same book and 
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on the same date. When ona previous occasion (1934, Gen. Names Brit. Ins. 
(2) : 12) the present applicants formulated proposals for the consideration of 
the International Commission in regard to two of the names under considera- 
tion (Strymon ; Bithys), the assumption adopted was that in a case such as the 
present the relative precedence to be accorded to these names should be deter- 
mined by the Principle of Page Precedence, this being the view then generally 
held by entomologists. We realise now that, in taking that view, we were in 
error and that at that date the criterion which should have been followed was 
that of the “ First Reviser ’’. This ceased to be the case in the period 1948— 
1953 but in the latter year the Principle of the “ First Reviser ’’, which had 
been displaced by the Paris Congress in 1948, was restored by the following 
Congress (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 66-67, Decision 123). 
In the case of the three generic names with which we are here concerned, 

o “ First Reviser ’’ decision has ever been taken, such action not having 
been considered necessary, so long as it was believed that these names were 
first published in the Verzeichniss, for the species which in consequence were 
regarded as being the type species of the genera so named were not regarded 
as being congeneric with one another. Now, however, that it is realised that 
these names were published simultaneously in the Zutrdge and it is seen that 
the species which are the respective type species of the nominal genera con- 
cerned are all currently assigned to a single very large unrevised genus, the 
situation is completely changed. For—in the absence of action by the Inter- 
national Commission on the lines recommended in the present application— 
there is a risk that the position might be further aggravated by an injudicious 
First Reviser. It will be seen from the particulars given in paragraphs 4 to 6 
above (a) that the names Bithys Hiibner and Chrysophanus Hibner have as 
their respective type species, species which are currently placed in the large 
unrevised genus Strymon Hiibner and therefore (b) that it is very important 
to forestall any action which might have the effect of giving precedence over 
Strymon either to Bithys or to Chrysophanus. While it would be highly 
undesirable that either the name Bithys or the name Chrysophanus should be 
applied to a genus of Strymonid Hairstreaks, the objections are stronger in 
the case of Chrysophanus than in that of Bithys, for the latter name has been 
used for a genus of Hairstreaks—though of quite a different group—while the 
name Chrysophanus has never been used for any group except the Coppers. 
With these considerations in mind, we now, as First Revisers, take the 
following action, namely : (1) We hereby select the name Strymon Hubner, 
1818, to take precedence both over the name Bithys Hiibner, 1818, and over 
the name Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818. (2) We hereby select the name Bithys 
Hubner to take precedence over the name Chrysophanus Hiibner. By the 
foregoing action the name Strymon Hubner is protected from the risk of attack 
by either of the other names concerned, while such limited action as is possible 
has been taken to delay and to render difficult the actual use of the name 
Chrysophanus for a genus of Hairstreaks. 


8. When in 1935 the problem discussed in the present paper was considered 
by the International Commission at its Session held at Lisbon, the main 
danger which it was then sought to avoid was the potential threat to the name 
Strymon Hiibner represented by the name Bithys Hiibner, a threat which 
through the action taken in paragraph 7 above has since been removed. 
Though not unsympathetic to the object sought in the application then sub- 
mitted—which was supported by representative specialists on both sides of the 
Atlantic—the Commission, concentrating upon the limited aspect of the 
problem placed before it, took the view that it would be better to defer action 
until, on a revision (then, as now, long overdue) of the genus Strymon it 
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could be seen whether the name Bithys Hiibner really represented a threat to 
the name Sitrymon Hubner or alternatively whether the species which were 
the respective type species of these nominal genera would be regarded as being 
referable to different genera with the result that the name Bithys Hiibner 
could be used for the genus containing its type species (Bithys leucophaeus 
Hiibner, 1818) without constituting any threat to the name Strymon Hubner. 
With these considerations in mind, the Commission therefore decided to take 
no action at that time on the application which had been submitted to it. 
This decision was later embodied in Opinion 165 (1945, Ops. Decls. int. 
Comm. zool. Nomencl. 2 : 359-374). The need for the further consideration 
of the present case when a suitable opportunity should offer was noted in the 
Office of the Commission and attention was drawn to this matter in February 
1954 when consideration was being given to the question of the action 
required, so far as concerned Opinions 161 to 181, to comply with the General 
Directive issued to the International Commission by the Thirteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology at Paris in 1948 that all the Opinions so far 
rendered should be re-examined with a view to filling up any gaps which 
might be detected. In the document so submitted, which was later embodied 
in Direction 2 (1954, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 2 : 613-628) 
it was reported (: 621) that a new Registered File (Z.N.(S.) 802) had been 
opened for the further consideration of this case, on which, it was added, 
a paper would be submitted to the Commission as soon as possible.: 


9. Before preparing the present application we carefully re-examined the 
position as regards the generic names Bithys and Chrysophanus and we remain 
of the opinion which we formed in 1934 when serving as members of the 
Lepidoptera Sub-Committee of the Committee on Generic Nomenclature at 
that time recently established by the Royal Entomological Society of London, 
namely that the change in the usage of these names consequent upon the 
alteration of the type species of the genera so named made necessary by the 
discovery that these names were first published in Volume 1 of Htibner’s 
Zutrdge instead of, as previously supposed, in that author’s Verzeichniss would 
lead to serious and quite unjustifiable confusion in the nomenclature of the 
groups concerned. We are of the opinion therefore that the proper course 
would be for these names to be suppressed by the Commission under the 
Plenary Powers which, it may be recalled, were expressly earmarked at the 
time of their grant to the Commission inter alia for preventing confusing 
transfers of names from one taxon to another. That we did not originally 
make an application in this sense was due solely to the fact that there were then 
a number of generic names in the Order Lepidoptera which, in our view, were 
in urgent need of protection under the Plenary Powers and, having regard 
to the reluctance at that time of the Commission to use those Powers, we were 
anxious not to prejudice the chance of success for the applications which 
we were then submitting by adding applications in regard to other names if 
such applications could possibly be postponed to some later date. With the 
much greater stress placed today on the need for maintaining stability in 
nomenclature both by the International Congress of Zoology and by the 
International Commission, the situation is very different from what it was 
twenty years ago and it is for this reason that we now recommend that the 
names Bithys Hiibner, 1818, and Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818, be suppressed 
under the Plenary Powers for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for 
those of the Law of Homonymy. 


10. Consequent upon the foregoing proposal we recommend that the 
above names be placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology. To the same Index should be added the name Bythis 
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Geyer in Hiibner, [1827-1831] (Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett.3 : 11), this being 
an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Bithys Htibner, 1818. 


11. As has been explained earlier in the present application (paragraph 8) 
the question of the action which it was desirable should be taken in regard to 
the name Bithys Hiibner, 1818, arose originally in connection with the status 
of that name in relation to the widely used and well-established name Strymon 
Hiibner, 1818. Werecommend therefore that the present opportunity should 
be taken to place that name on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology. 
As has already been noted, that genus is still in urgent need of revision, despite 
the considerable amount of work that has been done in recent years (by Riley 
and others) in regard to certain groups of species formerly placed init. This 
work has clearly established that the genus Strymon, whatever may be its 
scope, is strictly limited to the American Continent, possessing no Palaearctic 
representatives. The oldest available name for the Palaearctic species formerly 
placed in the genus Strymon Hiibner is Strymonidia Tutt, [1908] (Nat. Hist. 
Brit. Butts. 2 : 483) which was introduced as a replacement name for Leechia 
Tutt, [1907] (ibid. 2 : 142) which is invalid by reason of being a junior 
homonym of Leechia South, 1901 (Trans. ent. Soc. Lond. 1901 : 400), the 
name of a genus of Pyralid moths. The type species of Leechia Tutt is 
Thecla thalia Leech, [1893] (Butts. China Japan Corea (2) (Text Pt. 3) : 367 ; 
(2) (Pl. Pt. 3/4) : pl. 30, fig. 15 4), and that species is therefore automatically 
the type species also of Strymonidia Tutt. It is desirable, in order to complete 
the action involved in the present case, that the generic names Strymonidia 
Tutt and Leechia Tutt should now be placed on the Official List and Official 
Index respectively and that the specific name thalia Leech, [1893], as 
published in the combination Thecla thalia, should be placed on the Official 
- List for names of taxa of that category, together with the name melinus 
Hiibner, 1818, as published in the combination Strymon melinus (specific name 
of type species of Strymon Hiibner, 1818). At the same time the specific 
name /eucophaeus Hiibner, 1818, as published in the combination Bithys 
leucophaeus (which, as the name of the type species of Bithys Hiibner, enters 
into the present case) should, as the oldest available name for the species 
concerned, be placed on the foregoing Official List. It is not recommended 
that similar action should be taken as regards the specific name mopsus Hiibner, 
1818, as published in the combination Chrysophanus mopsus (the specific name 
of the type species of Chrysophanus Hiibner), since that name is currently 
treated as a junior subjective synonym of ftitus Fabricius, 1793 (Ent. syst. 
3(1) : 297), as published in the combination Hesperia titus. It is recommended, 
however, that the latter name should, in accordance with established practice, 
now be placed on the Official List. 


12. It remains now to consider the family-group-name problems involved 
in connection with the generic names which form the subject of the present 
application. There is no family-group name based on the generic name Bithys 

‘Hiibner but there have been published such names based upon the other two 
generic names involved. These names are: (1) CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder 
(S.H.), (1889) (Butts. New England (2) (Pt. 6) : 797) ; (2) STRYMONIDI Tutt 
(J.W.), [1907] (Wat. Hist. Brit. Butts. 2 : 86, 136). The name STRYMONIDI is 
currently used for the group of Hairstreak genera with which we are here 
concerned. The name CHRYSOPHANIDI, now seldom used, has always been 
employed for “‘ The Coppers ”’ and never for the Strymonid Hairstreaks. It 
would be the greatest misfortune, because highly confusing, if, now that it is 
known that the name Chrysophanus Hiibner applies to a genus of Strymonids 
and not to “ The Coppers ”’, it were necessary on grounds of priority to transfer 
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it from the latter, to the former, group as the name for the family-group © 
taxon now known as STRYMONIDI. Fortunately, this is not necessary, for a — 
means for avoiding this disastrous change is provided by the Commission’s | 
recent Declaration 28 (1956, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 14: xi- — 
xxiv). Under that Declaration it is provided (1) that, subject to (2) below, an | 
author establishing a new nominal family-group taxon is to be assumed to | 
have correctly determined the genus selected by him as the type genus of that © 
taxon, (2) that, where, in the opinion of later zoologists, such an assumption 
would be contrary to the facts, the case is to be referred to the International — 
Commission, whose duty it shall be to give a Ruling, in the light of the © 
information submitted, on the question whether or not the nominal family- 
group taxon concerned was based on a misdetermined type genus, and (3) that 
in any case where the Commission gives a Ruling that the type genus was so 
misdetermined, the family-group name in question is to be rejected as 
possessing no status under either the Law of Priority or the Law of Homonymy. 
When we turn to Scudder’s Butterflies of New England, we find that the name 
Chrysophanus Hiibner was there employed as the generic name for “ The 
Coppers’. Thus, Scudder (like every other author who has used the name 
Chrysophanus since it was first published by Hiibner) used the name in an 
entirely incorrect sense. It follows inevitably therefore that the nominal 
family-group taxon CHRYSOPHANIDI established by Scudder in 1889 was based 
upon a misdetermined genus, namely the genus Chrysophanus Hubner, 
as incorrectly interpreted by Scudder himself when in 1875 he selected the 
(non-included) species Papilio hippothoé Linnaeus as its type species (see 
paragraph 5 above). We accordingly ask for a Ruling in this sense from 
the Commission under the provisions of Declaration 28. 


13. In order to conclude the foregoing side of the present case we ask 
the International Commission, after giving the Ruling requested in the 
preceding paragraph, to place the family-group name CHRYSOPHANIDI 
Scudder, (1889), on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 
Names in Zoology with an endorsement that this name has been rejected 
under the provisions of Declaration 28. At the same time the valid and 
currently used family-group name STRYMONIDI Tutt, [1907], should be 
placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology. 


14. For the reasons explained in the present application we now ask the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned generic 
names for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of 
the Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) Bithys Hiibner, 1818 ; 
(b) Chrysophanus Hubner, 1818 ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Strymon Hiibner, 1818 (gender: masculine) (type species, by 
selection by Riley (N.D.) (1922) : Strymon melinus Hubner, 
1818) ; 


(b) Strymonidia Tutt, [1908] (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
original designation through Rule (f) in Article 30 (designation 
of type species for Leechia Tutt, [1907]) : Thecla thalia Leech, 
[1893]) ; 
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(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 

Specific Names in Zoology :— 

(a) melinus Hiibner, 1818, as published in the combination Strymon 
melinus (specific name of type species of Strymon Hiibner, 
1818) ; 

(b) thalia Leech, [1893], as published in the combination Thecla 
thalia (specific name of type species of Strymonidia Tutt, 
[1908]) ; 


(c) Jeucophaeus Hiibner, 1818, as published in the combination 
Bithys leucophaeus ; 


(d) titus Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, as published in the combination 
Hesperia titus ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) the generic names specified in (1)(a) and (1)(b) above respectively, 
as there proposed to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers ; 


(b) Bythis Geyer, [1827-1831] (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling 
for Bithys Hiibner, 1818) ; 


(c) Leechia Tutt, [1907] (a junior homonym of Leechia South, 1901) ; 


(5) to give a Ruling under Declaration 28 that the nominal family-group 
taxon CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder (S.H.), (1889), was based upon a 
misdetermined type genus and therefore that the above name 
possesses no status under either the Law of Priority or the Law of 
Homonymy ; 


(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology : STRYMONIDI Tutt (J.W.), [1907] 
(type genus : Strymon Hiibner, 1818) ; 


(7) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology : 
CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder (S.H.), (1889), with an endorsement that, as 
proposed in (5) above, it has been rejected under Declaration 28. 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : At the time of the receipt of the 
preliminary notification regarding the present case the question of the inter- 
pretation of the nominal genera Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818, and Bithys 
Hiibner, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), was allotted the Registered 
Number Z.N.(S.) 802. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 13th November 1956 and was published on 25th January 
1957 in Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Hemming 
& Riley, 1957, Buil. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 13-21). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 


98 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS 


Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 25th January 1957 (a) in Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the application by Mr. Hemming 
& Mr. Riley was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications 
and to eight entomological serials in Europe and America. 


5. Comments Received : Comments were received from three specialists, of 
whom two (France, one ; Germany, one) supported the action recommended, 
while one (Germany) was opposed to that action. The communications so 
received are reproduced in the immediately following paragraphs. 


6. Support received from E. M. Hering : On 4th February 1957, Professor 
E. M. Hering (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin) 
addressed the following letter of support to the Office of the Commission 
(Hering, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 131) :-— 


Fiir die deutsch sprechenden Lepidopterologen wird der Vorschlag auf 
Verwerfung des fast allgemein verwendeten Namens Chrysophanus fiir die 
‘“* Feuerfalter ’’ recht unerwartet kommen und ihre Kritik herausfordern. 
Dieser zu verwerfende Name wird in fast allen in der Hand der Lepidoptero- 
logen befindlichen deutschsprachigen Handbiicher (Berge-Rebel, Hoffman- 
Spuler, Lampert und sogar Seitz) verwendet und erst in dem im Erscheinen 

egriffenen Werk von Forster & Wohlfahrt ausgeschieden. Es wird all- 
gemein erwartet werden, dass man hier das “ principle of conservation ” 
anwende. 


Gegenwartig befindet sich aber die Nomenklatur der Genera der Lycaenidae 
in einum volligen Umbruch, der auf die Aufteilung der alten Sammelgattung 
Lycaena zuriickgeht. In diesem Zusammenhange erscheint es wiinschens- 
wert, dass innerhalb der palaearktischen Gattungen der Lycaenidae voll- 
standig “‘reiner Tisch”? gemacht wird und in der Zukunft keine Zwei- 
deutigkeiten in der Gattungsbezeichnung mehr méglich sein werden. Der 
deutschsprachige Lepidopterologe weiss schon jetzt, dass er bei den Lycaenidae 
ihm noch nicht recht gelaufige Namen fiir Gattungen oder zumindest Unter- 
gattungen anwenden muss. Er wird daher Verstandnis dafiir haben, dass 
im Zuge dieser “ Flurbereinigung ” auch der mehrdeutige Name Chrysophanus 
verschwindet. 


In diesem Sinne unterstiitze ich die von Hemming und Riley vorge- 
schlagenen Massnahmen. 


7. Support received from Jean Bourgogne : On 17th June 1957, Dr. Jean 
Bourgogne (Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle, Paris) addressed the 
following letter of support to the Office of the Commission (Bourgogne, 1957, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 263) :— 


Vous avez été trés aimable de m’adresser les separata de vos études sur les 
noms de genre, Chrysophanus et Bithys, et je vous en remercie. 


Le temps m’a malheureusement manqué pour examiner ces questions de 
pres, sinon je vous aurais écrit 4 ce sujet. Mais ma compétence en matiere 
de nomenclature est assez faible de sorte que mon opinion n’a pas une 
grande valeur. 


Je vous dirai simplement que j’approuve vos efforts faits en vue d’€viter 
de nouveaux bouleversements dans la nomenclature et pense que c’est dans 
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ce sens que les décisions doivent étre prises, si c’est possible lorsqu’il s’agit 
de noms constamment employés. 


8. Objection received from H. Prell : On 19th March 1957, Dr. H. Prell 
(Zoologisches Institut der Techn. Hochschule Dresden, Tharandt, Germany) 
addressed the following objection to the Office of the Commission :— 


Da ich nicht Spezialist bin, halte ich mich nicht fiir verpflichtet und auch 
nicht fiir befugt, an Herrn Hemming zu schreiben. Wenn solche alte Namen 
wie Chrysophanus gestrichen werden sollen, dann ist das eben eine Angelegen- 
heit der Spezialisten und nicht eine solche der Zoologen. Wenn die 
Meinungen der Spezialisten fiir die moderne Nomenklatur massgebend sind, 
kann ich nichts anderes tun als auf die neue Nomenklatur verzichten und in 
der Vorlesung vor allen Biichern warnen, welche durch Anwendung der 
Nomenklatur den geschichtlichen Zusammenhang zerreissen. 


IJ. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


9. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)48 : On 3lst July 1957, a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)48) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic 
names Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818, and Bithys Hiibner, 1818, as set out in 
Points (1) to (7) in paragraph 14 on pages 20 and 21 in Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature”? (i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above 
in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


10. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 31st 
October 1957. 


11. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)48 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)48 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Bodenheimer ; Holthuis ; Mayr ; Hering ; Mertens ; Lemche ; Hanko ; 
Key ; Vokes ; Dymond ; Riley ; Bradley (J.C.) ; do Amaral ; Esaki ; 
Hemming ; Prantl ; Jaczewski; Kiihnelt ; Stoll ; Bonnet ; Boschma ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Tortonese ; Miller ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 


None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


12. Declaration of Result of Vote : On Ist November 1957, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)48, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 11 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
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in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision so 
taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter aforesaid. 


13. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 6th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)48. 


14. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are — 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Bithys Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 18, no. 44 ; id., [1819], 
Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (5) : 75 


Bythis Geyer, [1827-1831], in Hubner, Zutr. z. Sammi. exot. Schmett. 3 : 11 


Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 24, no. 68 ; id., 
[1819], Verz. bekannt. Schmett. ©) 3 72 


Leechia Tutt, [1907], Nat. Hist. Brit. Butts. 2 : 142 


leucophaeus, Bithys, Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 18, 
pl. [16], figs. 87, 88 


melinus, Strymon, Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1 : 22, pl. [21], 
eseel Alena 


Strymon Hiibner, 1818, Zutr. z. Samml. exot. Schmett. 1:22, no. 61,; id., 
Verz. bekannt. Schmett. (5) : 74 


Strymonidia Tutt, [1908], Nat. Hist. Brit. Butts. 2 : 483 


thalia, Thecla, Leech, [1893], Butts. China Japan Corea (2) (Text Pt. 3 : 367; 
(2) (Pl. Pt. 3/4) : pl. 30, fig. 15 g 


titus, Hesperia, Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, Ent. syst. 3(1) : 297 


15. Reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Strymon Hibner, 1818 Riley (N.D.), 1922, J. Bombay nat. Hist. 
Soc. 28 : 472 


16. References for Family-Group Names : The following are the references 
for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official Index of names of 
taxa belonging to the foregoing category :— 


CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder (S.H.), (1889), Butts. New England (2) (Pt. 6) : 797 
STRYMONIDI Tutt, [1907], Nat. Hist. Brit. Butts. 2 : 86, 136 


17. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
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hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


18. ‘* Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-One (541) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Sixth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF A TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE NOMINAL 
GENUS ‘‘ CEPHALOMUTILLA”’ ANDRE, (1908) (CLASS 
INSECTA, ORDER HYMENOPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers all previous designations or 
selections of type species for the nominal genus Cephalomutilla André, (1908), 
are hereby set aside and the nominal species Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) graviceps 
André, 1903, is hereby designated as the type species of the above genus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Cephalomutilla André, (1908) (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1) above : Ephuta (Traumato- 
mutilla) graviceps André, 1903) (Name No. 1334) ; 


(b) Traumatomutilla André, 1901 (gender : feminine) (type species, by selection 
by André (1903) : Mutilla indica Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 1335). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) graviceps André, 1903, as published in the combination Ephuta (Traumato- 
mutilla) graviceps (specific name of type species of Cephalomutilla 
André, (1908)) (Name No. 1606) ; 


(b) indica Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Mutilla indica 
(specific name of type species of Traumatomutilla André, 1901) (Name 
No. 1607) ; 


(c) diabolica Gerstaecker, 1874, as published in the combination Mutilla 
diabolica (Name No. 1608). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 20th January 1955, Dr. Clarence E. Mickel (Head, Department of Ento- 
mology and Economic Zoology, Institute of Agriculture, University of Minnesota, 
St. Paul, Minnesota, U.S.A.) addressed a preliminary communication to the 
Office of the Commission on the question of the possibility of action being 
taken under the Plenary Powers to preserve the accustomed usage of the generic 
name Cephalomutilla André, (1908) (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera). This 
led to consultations between the Secretary and the applicant on certain of the 
issues raised. These discussions were completed on 19th October 1956 when 
Dr. Mickel submitted the following application to the Commission for con- 
sideration :— 


Request for the designation under the Plenary Powers of a type species for the 
genus ‘‘ Cephalomutilla ’’ André (1908) (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera) 
in harmony with accustomed usage* 


By CLARENCE E. MICKEL 


(Department of Entomology and Economic Zoology, University of Minnesota, 
Institute of Agriculture, St. Paul, Minnesota, U.S.A.) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Commiss- 
ion on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to designate as the 
type species of the genus Cephalomutilla André, (1908) (Class Insecta Order 


*Paper No. 3636 Scientific Journal Series, Minnesota Agricultural Experiment Station, 
St. Paul 1, Minnesota. 
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Hymenoptera) the species intended by that author in place of the nominal 
species actually cited by him when establishing this nominal genus. The 
present application is made under the procedure prescribed by the Thirteenth 
International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4 : 158-159) as that to be followed in the case of genera based upon mis- 
identified type species. The facts of this case are set out in the following 
paragraphs :— 


2. André in 1903 (Ann. Soc. ent. France 72 : 453) described a new species 
of Mutillid with the name Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) graviceps, from Santiago 
del Estero, Rep. Argentina. After giving the description he stated that this 
species was perhaps the same as Mutilla diabolica Gerstaecker, 1874 (Arch. 
Naturgesch. 40 : 76), but that Gerstaecker’s description was too brief to 
permit him to reach a decision ; “ C’est peut-étre la M. diabolica Gerst., mais 


Vinsuffisance de la description ne permet pas d’acquérir une certitude a cet 
égard ”’. 


3. Later André proposed the genus Cephalomutilla ((1908), An. Mus. nac. 
Buenos Aires, (Ser. 3) 10 : 194) with Mutilla diabolica Gerstaecker, as type 
species, and to include three additional species, argyrosticma Burmeister, 
1875 (Bol. Acad. Cienc. Cérdoba 1 : 477), haematodes Gerstaecker, 1874 
(Arch. Naturgesch. 40 : 63) and prionophora Burmeister, 1854 (AbhA. naturf. 
Ges. Halle 2 (SitzBer.) : 27). (It may be noted here that the name Cephalo- 
mutilla André is frequently treated (e.g. by Neave in his Nomenclator zool.) 
as having been published in 1909. This appears to be incorrect. The year 
‘1909 ” is that which is given on the title page of the volume but in the Table 
of Contents a separate date is allotted to each paper, the date cited for André’s 
paper being 17th July 1908. A footnote on the same page reads: “La 
fechas indican el dia en que fueron puestas en circulation las publicaciones 
correspondientes impresas aparte.” The date ‘‘ 1908 ” is accordingly cited 
in parentheses.) 


4. The first of the species discussed by André was Cephalomutilla diabolica 
(Gerstaecker). André stated that when he described graviceps, he suspected 
it was the same as diabolica Gerstaecker ; that now he had seen a specimen 
from Parana which convinced him for certain that the two were the same, and 
referred the reader to his original description of graviceps for the precise 
characters of Cephalomutilla diabolica. ‘‘ Quand j’ai décrit ma T. graviceps, 
de la Republique Argentine, j’ai émis le soupgon qu’elle pouvait étre identique 
a la M. diabolica Gerstaecker, mais en ajoutant que l’insuffisance de la 
description de l’auteur ne me permettait pas d’affirmer cette identité. La 
présence, dans la collection que j’étudie, d’un individu de diabolica, provenant 
de Parana, me donne maintenant la certitude que ma supposition était fondée 
et que la graviceps André doit étre réunie comme simple synonyme a la 
diabolica Gerstaecker. Je renvoie donc a la description que j’ai donnée de 
graviceps, pour préciser les caractéres de cette espéce, et j’'ajouterai seulement 
que sa taille peut varier de 9 a 11 millimétres ”’. 


5. I examined the type specimen of Mutilla diabolica Gerstaecker in 
1931 at the Zoologisches Museum der Universitat, Berlin, Germany. In my 
opinion it is congeneric with Mutilla indica Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 
1 : 583), the type species by selection by André in 1903 (iv Wytsman’s Gen. 
Ins. 1 (Fasc. 11) : 55) of Traumatomutilla André, 1901, because the head is 
only slightly broader than the thorax, eyes globular, smooth and shining, 
mandibles acuminate at the tip, thorax elongate ovate narrowed posteriorly, 
slightly but distinctly constricted medially, with the lateral margins slightly 
tuberculate, first abdominal segment petiolate, last abdominal segment with a 
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distinct pygidial area, and second abdominal segment with four, glabrous, 
shining, red or yellow spots. All of these characters were cited by André in 
1901 (Z. f. Hymen. Dipt. 1 : 257-258) in his original diagnosis of Traumato- 
mutilla when he established it as a subgenus of Mutilla Linnaeus. The taxon 
Traumatomutilla was removed from Mutilla Linnaeus by André in 1903 (in 
Wytsman’s Gen. Ins. 1 (Fasc. 11) : 54) and placed as a subgenus of Ephuta 
Say, 1836 (Boston J. nat. Hist. 1: 297). André first elevated the taxon 
Traumatomutilla to full generic rank in 1908 (André, 1908, Bull. Soc. ent. 
France 1908 : 230 ; id., (1908), An. Mus. nac. Buenos Aires (3) 10 : 197*). 


6. About three months later in 1931 I studied all of André’s Mutillid type 
specimens in the Muséum National d’Histoire Naturelle in Paris. The type 
specimen of Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) graviceps André, 1903, has the head 
subrectangular, transverse, much broader than the thorax ; the thorax shorter 
than in diabolica and very indistinctly constricted at the middle. The large 
broad head and short, unconstricted thorax are totally unlike diabolica, indica 
or other females of Traumatomutilla, and it was because of these characters 
that André proposed the new genus Cephalomutilla in 1908. 


7. As will be seen from paragraphs 5 and 6 above, the type specimen of 
Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) graviceps André, 1903, and that of Mutilla diabolica 
Gerstaecker, 1874, are very different from one another and are clearly not 
congeneric. The first of these species agrees with the current concept of 
the genus Cephalomutilla André, the genus to which André intended to refer the 
species, while diabolica Gerstaecker corresponds with the current con- 
cept of the genus Traumatomutilla André, 1901. It would cause serious 
confusion if it were necessary to sink the name Cephalomutilla André, (1908), 
as a junior synonym of Traumatomutilla André, 1901, and to provide a new 
generic name for the group of species currently known by the first of these 
names. I accordingly ask that this situation should be prevented from arising 
by the designation by the International Commission under its Plenary 
Powers as the type species of Cephalomutilla André, (1908), of the nominal 
species Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) graviceps André, 1903. Such action would 
both do justice to the evident intention of André and would moreover 
promote stability by avoiding the pointless abandonment of a well established 
name purely for reasons of a narrow nomenclatorial character. 


8. No family-group name problem arises in the present case since the 
genera Traumatomutilla André, 1901, and Cephalomutilla André, (1908), are 
both South American genera of the family MUTILLIDAE. 


9. For the reasons set forth above, I ask that the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature should :— 


(1) under the procedure prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress 
of Zoology, Paris, 1948, for determining the type species of a genus 
based upon a misidentified type species, use its Plenary Powers (a) to 
set aside the original designation by André of Mutilla diabolica 
Gerstaecker, 1874, as the type species of Cephalomutilla André, (1908), 
and (b) in its place to designate the nominal species Ephuta 
(Traumatomutilla) graviceps André, 1903, to be the type species of 
the above genus ; 

*During the early years of the Anales of the National Museum of Buenos Aires two methods 
of citation were adopted simultaneously for the numbering of volumes. Under one 
system the volumes were broken up into series with separate volume numbers for each 
series; under the other the volumes were numbered consecutively. The volume here 
under consideration was thus numbered as Volume 17 as well as Volume 10 of Series 3. 
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(2) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Cephalomutilla André, (1908) (gender : feminine) (type species, 
by designation under the Plenary Powers, under (1) above : 
Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) graviceps André, 1903) ; 


(b) Traumatomutilla André, 1901 (gender: feminine) (type species, 
by selection by André (1903) : Mutilla indica Linnaeus, 1758) ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) graviceps André, 1903, as published in the combination Ephuta 
(Traumatomutilla) graviceps (specific name of type species of 
Cephalomutilla André, (1908)) ; 


(b) indica Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Mutilla 
indica (specific name of type species of Traumatomutilla André, 
1S0D)E 


(c) diabolica Gerstaecker, 1874, as published in the combination 
Mutilla diabolica. 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Mickel’s 
preliminary enquiry the question of the designation of a type species in harmony 
with accustomed usage for the nominal genus Cephalomutilla André, (1908) 
(Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), was allotted the Registered Number 
ZINES) SOL 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent to 
the printer on 2nd November 1956 and was published on 25th January 1957 in 
Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Mickel, 1957, 
Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 22-25). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 25th January 1957 (a) in Part 1 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Mickel’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition 
such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications and to 
seven entomological serials in Europe and America. 


5. No Objection Received : Neither the publication of the present application 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature nor the issue of Public Notices in 
regard thereto elicited any objection to the action proposed in this case. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 
6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)49 : On 31st July 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)49) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic name 
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Cephalomutilla André, (1908), as set out in Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 9 
on pages 24 and 25 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ 
li.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the paper reproduced in the first 
paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 3lst 
October 1957. 


8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)49 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)49 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Bodenheimer ; Holthuis ; Mayr!; Hering ; Mertens ; Lemche ; Hanko ; 
Key ; Vokes ; Dymond ; Riley ; Bradley (J.C.) ; do Amaral ; Esaki ; 
Hemming ; Prantl ; Jaczewski ; Kiihnelt ; Stoll ; Bonnet ; Boschma ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; Tortonese ; Miller ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 
None. 


9. Declaration of Result of Vote : On Ist November 1957, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)49, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 7th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)49. 


11. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following 
are the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 

Cephalomutilla André, (1908), An. Mus. nac. Buenos Aires (Ser. 3) 10 : 194 
diabolica, Mutilla, Gerstaecker, 1874, Arch. Naturgesch. 40 : 76 


1fn returning an affirmative vote on this case Commissioner Mayr expressed the view that 

the fact that, as it appeared, no adequate description of the nominal species Mutilla 
diabolica Gerstaecker, 1874, had ever been published, it was desirable that, if possible, 
this deficiency should be made good before the specific name diabolica Gerstaecker was 
placed on the Official List. Dr. Mickel, who had been consulted by the Secretary on 
the point raised by Professor Mayr, replied (in /itt., 12th March 1957) that a description 
of the kind proposed ought to be made not from the notes which he had made when in 
1931 he had examined the type in Berlin but from the type itself, 
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graviceps, Ephuta (Traumatomutilla), André, 1903, Ann. Soc. ent. France, 
Was ; 


indica, Mutilla, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 583 
Traumatomutilla André, 1901, Z. f. Hymen. Dipt. 1 : 257-258 


12. Reference for the selection of a type species of a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Traumatomutilla André, 1901 André, 1903, in Wytsman’s 
Gen. Ins. 1 (Fasc. 11) : 55 


13. Family-Group-Name Aspects: No family-group-name problem arises 
in the present case, the applicant having reported (in paragraph 8 of the paper — 
reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion) that the genera 
concerned are currently referred to the family MUTILLIDAE. 


14. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


15. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Two (542) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Seventh day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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REJECTION FOR NOMENCLATORIAL PURPOSES OF THE GERMAN 
TRANSLATION BY MARTINI (F.H.W.) PUBLISHED IN _ 1767 
UNDER THE TITLE ‘‘ KURZE ABHANDLUNG VON DEN 
CONCHYLIEN ” OF THE WORK BY GEOFFROY (E.L.) 
PUBLISHED IN THE SAME YEAR UNDER THE 
TITLE ‘* TRAITE SOMMAIRE DES COQUILLES ”’ 

(‘*‘ OPINION ” SUPPLEMENTARY TO 
‘* OPINION ”’ 362) 


RULING :—(1) It is hereby ruled that in the German translation entitled 
Kurze Abhandlung von den Conchylien of Geoffroy (E.L.), 1767, Traité Som- 
maire des Coquilles published at Niirnberg in the same year Martini (F.H.W.), 
the translator, did not apply the principles of binominal nomenclature and 
therefore that the above work in Martini’s translation is not available for the 
purposes of zoological nomenclature. 


(2) The title of Martini’s German translation of Geoffroy’s Traité Sommaire 
as rejected under (1) above is hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature with the Title Number 61. 


(3) The under-mentioned reputed generic name is hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. with the Name 
Number 1238 :— 


Vivipara Martini, 1767 (a cheironym incorrectly reputed to have been pub- 
lished in the work rejected for nomenclatorial purposes in (1) above). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


The present case was placed before the International Commission by Mr. 
Francis Hemming as Secretary to the Commission on 14th December 1956. 
The proposal submitted had a twofold object, namely to obtain from the 
Commission a Ruling as to the status (a) of Martini’s German translation of 
Geoffroy’s French-language work published in 1767 under the title Traité 
Sommaire des Coquilles (which had already been rejected for nomenclatorial 
purposes by the Commission by the Ruling given in its Opinion 362) and (b), 
consequentially, of the reputed generic name Vivipara Martini, 1767. This 
latter was a point which had come to notice in connection with applications 
(Z.N.(S.)857) submitted to the Commission by Mr. A. E. Ellis (Epsom, England) 
and Dr. Lothar Forcart (Basel, Switzerland) in regard to the generic name 
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Viviparus Montfort, 1810, and which required to be settled in anticipation of 
a decision being taken on the main issues involved in the Viviparus case.1 
The application submitted by Mr. Hemming in the present case was as follows:— 


Proposed addition to the ‘‘ Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in 
Zoological Nomenclature ”’ of the title of the German translation by Martini 
(F.H.W.) published in 1767 under the title ‘‘ Kurze Abhandlung von den 
Conchylien ’’ of the work by Geoffroy (E.L.) published in the 
same year under the title ‘* Traité Sommaire des Coquilles”’ 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The purpose of the present application is to submit to the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature particulars regarding an old and 
evidently non-binominal work and to recommend the addition of the title of 
that work to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological 
Nomenclature, this being desirable both as part of the general policy enjoined 
upon the International Commission by the Fourteenth International Congress 
of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, of building up the foregoing Official Index 
as and when opportunity offers and partly because (as is explained in paragraph 
6 below) at least one suggestion was made many years ago that a generic 
name in current use should be displaced on the ground that it was a junior 
synonym of a name published in the work in question. 


2. The work concerned is a German translation by Martini (F.H.W.) of 
the work by Geoffroy (E.L.) published in Paris in 1767 under the title Traité 
Sommaire des Coquilles, tant fluviatiles que terrestres, qui se trouvent aux 
Environs de Paris. This work, it will be recalled, has been rejected for 
nomenclatorial purposes and its title placed on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature by the Ruling given by the 
International Commission in Opinion 362 (1955, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. 
Nomencl. 11 : 173-183). The status of Martini’s German translation was 
not dealt with in the foregoing Opinion and it is for this reason that it is now ~ 
necessary to submit this matter to the International Commission. 


3. Martini’s translation was published at Niirnberg in 1767 (i.e. in the 
same year as that in which Geoffroy’s original French edition was published 
in Paris). This translation bears on the title page the following title and 
sub-title :— 


(a) Title : 
Des Herrn Geoffroy D. und Prof. der Arzney [sic] Wissenschaft in 
Paris Kurze Abhandlung von den Conchylien welche um Paris 
sowohl auf dem Lande, als in siissen Wassern gefunden werden 
(b) Subtitle : 
Aus dem Franzésischen tibersetzt und mit einigen erlauternden 
Zusatzen vermehrt durch Fried. Heinr. Wilh. Martini 
4. The collation of Martini’s translation is as follows :— 
Pp. 14 [unnumbered] + vi + 133 + 20 [unnumbered], 1 folding table. 
1No decision has as yet been taken by the Commission on the Viviparus case. The 


applications by Ellis and Forcart referred to above, together with associated documents 
by other authors, were published on 29th March 1957 (Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 38-72). 
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5. The original French text of Geoffroy’s Traité Sommaire was rejected 
by the Commission on the ground that in it Geoffroy did not apply the 
principles of binominal nomenclature. Now that, thanks to the courtesy of 
the Trustees of the British Museum (Natural History), it has been possible 
to examine Martini’s translation, the Kurze Abhandlung von den Conchylien, 
it is immediately apparent that the nomenclature employed is also non- 
binominal, being a mixture of vernacular (French) names, accidentally 
binominal Latin names and frankly polyverbal Latin names of the pre-1758 
type. The following are examples of individual names employed in this 
book :— 


Page No. Name employed 

36 Cochlea hortensis Le Jardinier 

Bi) Cochlea Livrée La nemoralis 

39 Cochlea nemoralis arborescens La Chartreuse 

40 Cochlea striata major Le grand striée 

45 Serpentulus La lampe Le Planorbe terrestre 

47 Cochlea hispida La Veloutée 

48 Cochlea hispida, apertura triangulari La Veloutée a bouche 
triangulaire 

53 Cochlea s. Turbo, granum avenaceum referens La Gain 
s’Avoine 

54 Cochlea s. Turbo nitidus La Brillante 

55 Turbo dentatus labro reflexo L’Anti-Nonpareille 

82 Cornu Ammonis spurium, marginatum spiris quatuor 

84 Cornu Ammonis spurium, marginatum 6 oribus absolutum 

oF Cochlea vivipara fasciata La Vivipare a bandes 


6. At this point it should be explained that the reason why it has been 
found necessary at this time to examine the status of the foregoing work is 
that in connection with the preparation for the publication of Mr. A. E. Ellis’ 
revised application relating to the generic name Viviparus Montfort, 18102, 
attention was drawn to a statement by Dall that a generic name Vivipara 
had been published by Martini in the above work. It was clearly necessary 
that this matter should be investigated immediately for, if there had in fact 
been such a name and it had been validly published at the date suggested 
for the genus later called Viviparus by Montfort, it would have had many 
years’ priority over Montfort’s name. It will be seen, however, from the 
last of the extracts quoted above that the word “ vivipara’’’ was employed by 
Martini not as a generic name but as the first part of a two-word specific name 
for a species placed by that author in the genus Cochlea. Probably the idea 
that Martini published a generic name consisting of the word Vivipara owes 
its origin to the fact that in the index to the Kurze Abhandlung (on an 
unnumbered page which if it had been numbered consecutively with the text 
would have been page 148) the name Cochlea vivipara fasciata used by Martini 
appeared in the abbreviated form “Vivipara fasciata”’. 


2 See footnote 1. 
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7. Dr. L. R. Cox (British Museum (Natural History)), with whom I have 
discussed this case, has also examined Martini’s Kurze Abhandlung and has 
reported (in (/itt., 4th December 1956) that in his opinion : “ This German 
translation should certainly be placed on the Official Index of Rejected and 
Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature as not being binominal ”’. 


8. In the light of the considerations set out in the preceding paragraphs I 
recommend the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to give a Ruling that in the German translation entitled Kurze 
Abhandlung von den Conchylien of Geoffroy (E.L.), 1767, Traité 
Sommaire des Coquilles published at Niirnberg in the same year 
Martini (F.H.W.), the translator, did not apply the principles of 
binominal nomenclature and therefore that the above work in 
Martini’s translation is not available for the purposes of zoological 
nomenclature ; 


(2) to place the title of the translation specified in (1) above on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned reputed generic name on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology : Vivipara 
Martini, 1767 (a cheironyn reputed to have been published in the 
work recommended in (1) above for rejection as a work in which the 
author did not apply the principles of binominal nomenclature). 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt of Mr. Hemming’s 
application the question of the status to be accorded to Martini’s German 
translation of Geoffroy’s Traité Sommaire was allotted the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.)1186. 


3. Support received from L. R. Cox prior to the publication of the present 
application : Prior to the publication of the present application Dr. L. R. Cox 
(British Museum (Natural History), London) in a letter dated 4th December 
1956 (see paragraph 7 of Mr. Hemming’s application) intimated his agreement 
with the action recommended and expressed the view that the title of Martini’s 
translation of Geoffroy’s Traité Sommaire ought to be placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature. 


4. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 20th December 1956 and was published on 29th March 1957 
in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Hemming, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 35-37). 


5. No objection Received : The publication of the present application elicited 
no objection to the action proposed from any source. 


Iii. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION 
ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 

6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P. (57) 51: On ilth October 1957 a Voting 

Paper (V.P. (57) 51) was issued in which the Members of the Commission 

were invited to vote either for, or against, ‘‘ the proposal relating to the German 
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translation by Martini (F.H.W.), 1767, of the work by Geoffroy (E.L.) entitled 
Traité Sommaire des Coquilles as set out in Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 8 on 
page 37 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ [i.e. in the 
paragraph numbered as above in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph 
of the present Opinion]. 


7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 11th 
January 1958. 


8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P. (57) 51: At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P. 
(57) 51 was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Vokes; Bonnet; Mayr; Bradley (J.C.); do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering ; Riley ; Dymond ; Esaki ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma ; 
Hemming; Prantl; Mertens; Hanko; Jaczewski; Miller, Stoll ; 
Kihnelt ; Cabrera ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Key ; Tortonese ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 


None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


9. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 12th January 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for 
the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P. (57) 51, signed a Certificate that the 
Votes cast were as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘“‘ Opinion’? : On 8th 
May 1958 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were 
in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P. (57) 51. 


11. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


118 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS 


12. ‘* Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Three (543) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Eighth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE FAMILY- 
GROUP NAMES ‘‘ MUNTIACINAE’”’? POCOCK, 1923, AND 
**ODOBENIDAE ” (CORRECTION OF ‘‘ ODOBAENIDAE ’’) 

ALLEN, 1880 (CLASS MAMMALIA) (*‘ OPINION ”? SUPPLE- 
MENTARY TO ‘‘ OPINIONS ” 460 AND 467 
RESPECTIVELY) 


RULING :—(1) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby 
suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870 ; 
(b) ROSMARIDAE Gill, 1866. 


(2) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) MUNTIACINAE Pocock, 1923, as validated under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(a) above (type genus: Muntiacus Rafinesque, 18151) (Name No. 
DOS); 


b) 


(b) ODOBENIDAE (correction of ODOBAENIDAE) Allen (J.A.), 1880, as validated 
under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above (type genus Odobenus 
Brisson, 17611) (Name No. 259). 


(3) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with 
the Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(a) above (type genus : Cervulus Blainville, 1818) (Name No. 288) ; 


(b) ROSMARIDAE Gill, 1866, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b) above (type genus : Rosmarus Briinnich, 1771) (Name No. 289) ; 


(Cc) ODOBAENIDAE Allen (J.A.), 1880 (type genus: Odobaenus Fée, 1830, 
an Invalid Emendation of Odobenus Brisson, 1762) (an Invalid Original 
Spelling for ODOBENIDAE) (Name No. 290). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
1239 :— 


Odobaenus Fée, 1830 (an Invalid Emendation of Odobenus Brisson, 1762). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 18th January 1957, Dr. T. C. S. Morrison-Scott (Director, The Science 
Museum, London), submitted the following application for the validation under 
the Plenary Powers of the family-group names based upon the generic names 


1 The only reason why the generic names Muntiacus Rafinesque, 1815, and Odobenus Brisson, 
1762, were not placed on the Official List by the Ruling given in the present Opinion was 
that this action had already been taken in the case of Muntiacus Rafinesque in Opinion 460 
and in that of Odobenus Brisson in Opinion 467. 
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Muntiacus Rafinesque, 1815, and Odobenus Brisson, 1762, respectively (Class 
Mammalia) :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the family-group names 
‘* Muntiacinae *’ Pocock, 1923, and ‘‘ Odobenidae ’’ (correction of 
‘* Odobaenidae ’’) Allen (J.A.), 1880, as the family-group names 
for the genera containing the Barking Deer and the Walrus 
respectively (Class Mammalia) 


By T. C. 8S. MORRISON-SCOTT, D.S.C., D.Sc. 
(Director, Science Museum, London) 


The present application is in the nature of a supplement to two applications 
relating to generic names in mammals in each of which the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature was asked to use its Plenary Powers 
to validate a well-known generic name in common use. In the first of these 
applications the Commission was asked to provide a valid foundation for the 
generic name Muntiacus Rafinesque, 1815, as the name for the genus having 
Cervus muntjak Zimmermann, 1780, the Barking Deer, as its type species. In 
the second application the Commission was asked to validate the generic name 
Odobenus Brisson, 1762, as the name for the genus for Phoca rosmarus 
Linnaeus, 1758, the Walrus. The foregoing proposals have now been 
approved by the Commission, the former in Opinion 460, the latter in 
Opinion 467. By the Rulings given in these Opinions the names Muntiacus 
Rafinesque and Odobenus Brisson have been placed on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology and the corresponding invalid names Cervulus 
Blainville, 1818, and Rosmarus Briinnich, 1771, on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 


2. It was not necessary to take account of family-group-name problems 
in applications relating to generic names at the time when I submitted my 
application regarding the generic name Muntiacus Rafinesque and when the 
Secretary submitted his Report on the name Odobenus Brisson. Accordingly 
this problem was not dealt with in either of these papers. As the Régles then 
stood, a family-group name followed the name of its type genus, and the 
validation by the Commission of the foregoing generic names would have 
meant automatically that MUNTIACINAE would have been the correct name for 
the subfamily of the family CERVIDAE containing the Barking Deer and that 
ODOBENIDAE would have been the correct name for the family containing the 
Wairus. 


3. At this point it is necessary, however, to take account of one of the 
very few thoroughly unfortunate decisions taken by the Fourteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology at Copenhagen in 1953, namely the decision 
that a family-group name based upon a generic name which has been rejected 
either as a junior objective synonym, or as a junior subjective synonym, of 
some other generic name is nevertheless itself to be retained (1953, Copenhagen 
Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 36, Decision 54(1)(a)). The proposal on which 
this decision was based ran entirely counter to long-established practice and 
for this reason was opposed at Copenhagen by Dr. L. R. Cox, myself and 
others who believed that it was extremely dangerous and, contrary to the 
hopes of its sponsors, was calculated to lead to far-reaching and extremely 
objectionable name-changing in family names. On the face of it, however, 
this proposal looked as though it would promote stability in family names 
even where, as is sometimes unavoidable, circumstances were to make a 
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change in the name of a type genus unavoidable. From this point of view 
the proposal offered attractions and it was on this account adopted by the 
Copenhagen Congress. On my return to London from the Copenhagen 
Congress I quickly found that my forebodings on this subject had been more 
than justified and that the general adoption of this rule would overturn large 
numbers of well established family names by raising up from the dead older 
names based on rejected generic namés which on this account had long been 
relegated to synonymy. It is very much to be hoped that, when the next 
International Congress of Zoology comes to settle the text of the Régles as 
revised by the Paris (1948) and Copenhagen (1953) Congresses it will take 
the opportunity to expunge the disastrous provision here in question. 


4. In the meantime it is necessary to consider what action should be taken 
in those cases, such as the present, where immediate action is essential. As 
regards this, I fully endorse the view expressed by Professor Robert Mertens 
of Frankfurt, when dealing with the generic name Sphenodon Gray, 1831, and 
its junior objective synonym Hatteria Gray, 1842, that the proper course is to 
ask the International Commission to use its Plenary Powers to prevent the 
long-forgotten name HATTERIIDAE Cope, 1864, from overturning the well- 
known name SPHENODONTIDAE Cope, 1870, merely by reason cf its older date 
(Mertens, 1955, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 11 : 139-141). Iwas very glad therefore 
recently to see that the Commission had accepted the cogent views advanced 
in this case by Professor Mertens and that in Opinion 455 it had used its Plenary 
Powers to protect the name SPHENODONTIDAE from being cast into synonymy 
by the ill-conceived decision by the Copenhagen Congress discussed above. 


5. The two cases here in question are exactly parallel to that in relation 
to Sphenodon Gray discussed in Professor Mertens’s paper. Detailed particu- 
lars of the names involved in these cases are given in the following paragraphs. 


6. Following the validation by the Commission of the generic name 
Muntiacus Rafinesque, the family-group name MUNTIACINAE Pocock, 1923 
(Proc. zool. Soc. Lond.) 1923 : 207) ought certainly to be the name for the 
subfamily of the CERVIDAE containing this genus (see Ellerman & Morrison- 
Scott, 1951, Checklist pal. ind. Mammals : 355). Unfortunately, under 
Copenhagen Decision 54(1)(a) (referred to in paragraph 3 above) the name 
MUNTIACINAE Pocock is invalid by reason of having been published later than 
the name CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870 (Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1870 : 115), based 
upon the objectively invalid generic name Cervulus Blainville which (as 
already explained) has now been relegated to the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in the Commission’s 
Opinion 460. In the days when Cervulus Blainville was accepted as the name 
for the genus containing the Indian Muntjak, the name CERVULINAE Sclater 
was widely used for this subfamily, but, when the name Muntiacus Rafinesque 
was introduced for this genus, Sclater’s name CERVULINAE dropped out of use. 
In these circumstances it would be as illogical as it would be confusing if, 
following the decision of the Commission to use its Plenary Powers to protect 
the generic name Muntiacus Rafinesque as against its junior synonym 
Cervulus Blainville, it were necessary to revive that generic name as enshrined. 
in the family-group name CERVULINAE at the expense of the name Muntiacus 
Rafinesque as used in the subfamily name MUNTIACINAE Pocock. Indeed such 
a proceeding would be in direct violation of the principle of maintaining 
stability in nomenclature expressly laid down by the Copenhagen Congress. 


7. The case of the generic name Odobenus Brisson is so similar to that 
discussed above in relation to the name Muntiacus Rafinesque that a brief 
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summary of the facts will be sufficient. In this case also the family-group | 
name ODOBAENIDAE Allen (J.A.), 1880 (U.S. geol. geogr. Sury. Terr., Misc. | 
Publ. 12:5, 17), based upon the generic name Odobenus Brisson now | 
validated by the Commission, is of later date than the name ROSMARIDAE Gill, © 
1866 (Proc. Essex Inst. 5:7, 11), based upon the generic name Rosmarus 
Briinnich, 1771, now rejected by the Commission. It would clearly be a 
mockery of the principle of maintaining stability in nomenclature if, after the - 
validation of the name Odobenus Brisson in compliance with that principle, 
the provision embodied in Copenhagen Decision 54(1)(a) were to be permitted 
to exhume the name ROSMARIDAE from the limbo of the past and to enthrone 
it in the place of the name ODOBAENIDAE currently in use for this family. I 
accordingly ask that the Commission should use its Plenary Powers to prevent 
so discreditable a situation from arising by suppressing the name ROSMARIDAE 
Gill under its Plenary Powers. 


. §. A word of explanation is necessary as to the spelling adopted by Allen 
for the family name for the Walrus which it will be noted he called ODOBAENIDAE 
and not ODOBENIDAE. The reason for this discrepancy is that in place of the 
Original Spelling Odobenus Brisson for the type genus of this family Allen used 
the emendation Odobaenus Fée, 1830 (in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (Ed. prim. 
reedit.): 59). This was an Invalid Emendation, there being nothing in 
Brisson’s Regnum Animale, to show that the “e” spelling in place of the 
“ae” spelling was “the result of an inadvertent error’ (1953, Copenhagen 
Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 43-44, Decision 71(1)(a)(@i)). By another decision 
taken by the Copenhagen Congress (1953, ibid. : 37, Decision 57) a family- 
group name is not to be emended except where a Valid Emendation is made 
in the name of its type genus. Accordingly, the spelling ODOBAENIDAE used 
by Allen is an Invalid Original Spelling and is subject to automatic correction 
to ODOBENIDAE. The name ODOBENIDAE (correction of ODOBAENIDAE) Allen, 
1880, should under the present proposals be placed on the Official List of 
Family-Group Names in Zoology and the Invalid Original Spelling opo- 
BAENIDAE Allen on the corresponding Official Index. At the same time the 
Invalid Emendation Odobaenus Fée, 1830, should be placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 


9. For the reasons set out above I now ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned family-group 
names for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870 ; 
(b) ROSMARIDAE Gill, 1866 ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) MUNTIACINAE Pocock, 1923, as validated under the Plenary 
Powers in (1)(a) above (type genus: Muntiacus Rafinesque, 
i ° 


b} 


(b) ODOBENIDAE (correction of ODOBAENIDAE) Allen (J.A.), 1880, as 
validated under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above (type 
genus ; Odobenus Brisson, 1762) ; 
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(3) to place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(a) above (type genus : Cervulus Blainville, 1818) ; 


(b) ROSMARIDAE Gill, 1866, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(b) above (type genus : Rosmarus Briinnich, 1771) ; 


(c) ODOBAENIDAE Allen (J.A.), 1880 (type genus: Odobaenus Fée, 
1830 (an Invalid Emendation of Odobenus Brisson, 1762)) (an 
Invalid Original Spelling for ODOBENIDAE) ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


Odobaenus Fée, 1830 (an Invalid Emendation of Odobenus Brisson, 
1762) 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Morrison- 
Scott’s application the question of the validation of the family-group names 
based upon the generic names Muntiacus Rafinesque, 1815, and Odobenus 
Brisson, 1762, respectively (Class Mammalia) was allotted the Registered 
Number Z.N.(S.) 1187. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 21st January 1957 and was published on 29th March of that 
year in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Morrison-Scott, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 76-79). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 29th March 1957 (a) in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of 
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Morrison-Scott’s 
application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition, such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications 
and to two specialist serials in Europe and America respectively. 


5. No Objection Received : The publication of the present application and 
the issue of Public Notices in regard thereto elicited no objection to the action 
proposed from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)52 : On 11th October 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)52) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “‘ the proposal relating to the family-group names 
for the genera for the Barking Deer and the Walrus as set out in Points (1) to 
(4) in paragraph 9 on page 79 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen- 
clature’”’ {i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the paper reproduced 
in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 
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7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued ~ 


under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on __ 
January 1958. 


8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)52 : At the close of the — 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on the two proposals submitted 
with Voting Paper V.P.(57)52 was as follows :— 


(1) Proposal relating to the famiJy-group name based on the 
generic name ‘‘ Muntiacus ’’ Rafinesque, 1815 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Vokes; Bonnet; Mayr; Bradley (J.C.); do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering ; Dymond ; Prantl ; Riley ; Esaki; Bodenheimer ; 
Boschma ; Hemming ; Mertens ; Hanko ; Jaczewski; Miller ; Stoll ; 
Kihnelt ; Cabrera ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Tortonese ; Key ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 


None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


(2) Proposal relating to the family-group name based on the generic name 
‘* Odobenus ”’ Brisson, 1762 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-four (24) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Vokes; Bonnet; Mayr; Bradley (J.C.); do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering ; Dymond ; Prantl; Riley ; Esaki ; Bodenheimer ; 
Boschma ; Hemming ; Mertens ; Hanko ; Jaczewski; Miller ; Stoll ; 
Kihnelt ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Tortonese ; Key; 


(b) Negative Votes, one (1): 


Cabrera ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


9. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 12th January 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)52, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that each of the proposals 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 9th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
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the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)52. 


11. Original Reference for a Generic Name : The following is the original 
reference for the generic name placed on the Official Index of Rejected and 
Invalid Generic Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Odobaenus Fée, 1830, in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (Ed. prim. reedit.) : 59 


12. Original References for Family-Group Names: The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology 
or, as the case may be, on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 
Names in Zoology :— 


CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1870 : 115 
MUNTIACINAE Pocock, 1923, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1923 : 307 
ODOBAENIDAE Allen (J.A.), 1880 (an Invalid Original Spelling for ODOBENIDAE) 


ODOBENIDAE (correction of ODOBAENIDAE) Allen (J.A.), 1880, U.S. geol. geogr. 
Surv. Terr., Misc. Publ. 12 : 5, 17 


ROSMARIDAE Gill, 1866, Proc. Essex Inst. 5 : 7, 11 


13. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the under- 
signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


14. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Four (544) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Ninth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME ‘* DICTYOPLOCA”? JORDAN, 1911 (CLASS INSECTA, 
ORDER LEPIDOPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the generic name Dictyoploca 
Krauss, [March] 1911 (Class Insecta, Order Embioptera) is hereby suppressed 
for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and-of the Law of Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Dictyoploca Jordan, [October] 1911, as validated under the Plenary 
Powers in (1) above (gender : feminine) (type species, by selection by 
Jordan (1957) : Saturnia simla Westwood, 1847) (Class Insecta, Order 
Lepidoptera) (Name No. 1336) ; 


(b) Apterembia Ross, 1957 (gender : feminine) (type species, through Rule (f) 
in Article 30 of the Régles by original designation for Dictyoploca 
Krauss, [March] 1911, suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) 
above : Dictyoploca cercocyrta Krauss, 1911) (Class Insecta, Order 
Embioptera) (Name No. 1337). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) simla Westwood, 1847, as published in the combination Saturnia simla 
(specific name of type species of Dictyoploca Jordan, 1911) (Class 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) (Name No. 1609) ; 


(b) cercocyrta Krauss, 1911, as published in the combination Dictyoploca 
cercocyrta (specific name of type species of Apterembia Ross, 1957) 
(Class Insecta, Order Embioptera) (Name No. 1610). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
1240 :-— 


Dictyoploca Krauss, 1911, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) 
above. 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 10th February 1956, Dr. Edward S. Ross (Curator of Insects, California 
Academy of Sciences, San Francisco, California, U.S.A.) addressed a preliminary 
communication to the Office of the Commission on the question of the possible 
use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of preserving the well-known generic 
name Dictyoploca Jordan, 1911, in the Order Lepidoptera (Class Insecta) which 
was at present invalid as a junior homonym of Dictyoploca Krauss [March] 1911, 
the little-known name of an obscure genus in another Order (Embioptera) of 
the Class Insecta. Dr. Ross explained that it was not as a lepidopterist that 
he was raising this matter but as a specialist in the Embioptera engaged in the 
preparation of a paper covering the genus in question. He was of the opinion 
that the name Dictyoploca in the Lepidoptera had much stronger claims for 
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conservation than the name Dictyoploca in the Embioptera and he accordingly 
hoped that the Commission would be prepared in the interest of stability in 
nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to secure this end. Correspondence 
ensued between the Secretary and Dr. Ross and others, and this led on 8th 
January 1957 to the submission to the Commission by Dr. Ross of the following 
application :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the generic name 
‘* Dictyoploca ’’ Jordan, 1911 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) 
by suppressing the name ‘‘ Dictyoploca ’’ Krauss, 1911 (Class 

Insecta, Order Embioptera) — 


By EDWARD S. ROSS 
(Curator of Insects, California Academy of Sciences, 
San Francisco, California, U.S.A.) 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to validate the impor- 
tant and well-known generic name Dictyoploca Jordan, 1911 (Class Insecta, 
Order Lepidoptera) by suppressing the name Dictyoploca Krauss, 1911 (Class 
Insecta, Order Embioptera), a name for an obscure genus which has seldom 
appeared in the literature, the suppression of which would cause very little, if 
any, inconvenience to specialists in the Embioptera. I should explain that my 
interest in this matter is that I have in preparation a paper dealing with the 
Embiid genus and I am anxious to avoid using for it the name Dictyoploca 
Krauss, since there can, in my view, be no question but that in the interest of 
stability that the name ought to be suppressed in favour of the name 
Dictyoploca Jordan in Lepidoptera. 


2. There is some doubt as to the exact date of publication in 1911 of the two 
names here in question but it is quite clear that the name for the Embiid genus 
has priority over the name for the Lepidoptera genus, for the serial containing 
the name Dictyoploca Krauss was received in the British Museum (Natural 
History) on 28th March 1911, while the Part of Seitz’s Grossschmetterlinge 
der Erde containing the name Dictyoploca Jordan bears the date 25th October 
1911 and was not received in the British Museum until 12th December 1911 
(see Griffin, 1936, Trans. R. ent. Soc. Lond. 85(10): 243-280). The following 
are the original references for the two names in question :— 


Dictyoploca Krauss, [March] 1911, Zoologica, Stuttgart No. 60 : 54 
Dictyoploca Jordan, [October] 1911, in Seitz, Grossschmett. Erde 2(90) : 218 


3. The type species of Dictyoploca Krauss by original designation is 
Dictyoploca cercocyrta Krauss, 1911 (loc. cit. : 55). This is considered to be 
a good species and cercocyrta Krauss is the oldest name for it. The genus 
Dictyoploca Jordan was established without a designated type species. 
Through the intermediary of the Secretary, I have been in communication on 
this subject with Dr. Jordan who, in order to facilitate the submission of the 
present application to the Commission, has recently (Jordan, 1957, Entomologist 
90 : 50) very kindly selected the nominal species Saturnia simla Westwood, 
1847 (Cab. orient. Ent. : 41), the second of the species originally placed by 
him in his genus Dictyoploca, to be the type species of that genus. ; 


4. So far as I am aware, the Embiid name has only appeared in print 
on four occasions since its original publication. The references concerned are 
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giveninAnnexel. The Lepidoptera name has, however, been used repeatedly. 
Examples of its use are given in Annexe 2. 


5. The Embiid name Dictyoploca Krauss has not been taken as the base 
for a family-group name, the genus concerned being currently placed in the 
family EMBIIDAE. I am informed also that the Lepidoptera Dictyoploca 
Jordan has not been taken as the base for such a name, the genus in question 
being currently placed in the family SATURNIIDAE. 


6. For the reasons set forth above it seems to me to be perfectly clear 
that the action now recommended is that required in the general interest and 
I hope that it will meet with the approval of the Commission. I recognise 
that in that event the Commission will wish to place on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology not only the generic name Dictyoploca Jordan in 
Lepidoptera but also the valid name for the Embiid genus after its present 
name Dictyoploca Krauss has been suppressed. At present there is no alterna- 
tive name and, in order to fill this gap I now propose the name Apterembia 
nom. noy. as a substitute name for the name Dictyoploca Krauss, 1911. 


7. I accordingly now submit the following recommendations to the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, namely that it 
should :-— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name Dictyoploca Krauss 
[March] 1911 (Class Insecta, Order Embioptera) for the purposes 
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy ; 


(2) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Dictyoploca Jordan, [October] 1911, as validated under the Plenary 
Powers in (1) above (gender: feminine) (type species by 
selection by Jordan (1957) : Saturnia simla Westwood, 1847) 
(Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) ; 


(b) Apterembia Ross, 1957 (gender: feminine) (type species under 
Rule (f) in Article 30 by original designation for Dictyoploca 
Krauss, 1911, as proposed in (1) above to be suppressed under 
the Plenary Powers: Dictyoploca cercocyrta Krauss, 1911) 
(Class Insecta, Order Embioptera) ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) simla Westwood, 1847, as published in the combination Saturnia 
simla (specific name of type species of Dictyoploca Jordan, 
Ne 


(b) cercocyrta Krauss, 1911, as published in the combination 
Dictyoploca cercocyrta (specific name of type species of 
Apterembia Ross, 1957) ; 


(4) place the generic name Dictyoploca Krauss, 1911, as proposed in (1) 
above to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers, on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 


1 Dr. Ross’s paper is here reprinted in exactly the form in which it was first published in 
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature in March 1957 (See paragraph 5 of the present 
Opinion.). It will be understood therefore that it was in the above Bulletin paper and not 
in the present Opinion that the name Apterembia was first published. 
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ANNEXE 1 
Particulars of the usage of the generic name “‘ Dictyoploca”’ 
Krauss, 1911 (Class Insecta, Order Embioptera) 
Krauss, 1911, Zoologica, Stuttgart, No. 60 : 54 (original publication of name 
Dictyoploca) 


Enderlein, 1912, Coll. zool. Selys Longchamps 3: 103 (as synonym of 
Montylota Enderlein, in error) 


Rimsky-Korsakov, 1927, Rev. russ. Ent. 21 : 147 (as syn. of Haploembia 
Verhoeff, in error) 


Davis, 1939, Proc. linn. Soc. N.S.W. 64 : 482 
Ross, 1955, S. African Anim. Life, Uppsala 2 : 305 (records) 


ANNEXE 2 
Particulars of the usage of the generic name “‘ Dictyoploca”’ Jordan, 
1911 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) 
Jordan, 1911, in Seitz, Grossschmett. Erde 2 : 218 (original publication of the 
name Dictyoploca) 


Cockerell, 1914, in Packard, Monogr. Bomb. Moths N. Amer. 3 : 172, pl. 
XCVIII, figs. 3 (text) 


Seitz, 1918, Seidengucht in Deutschland : 138 

, 1928, Grossschmett. Erde 10 : 516 

Bang-Hass, 1928, Novit. macrolep. 3 : 52 

, 1930, ibid. 4 : 35 

Strondl, 1930, Int. ent. Z. 24(7) : 101 

Bollow, 1932, in Seitz, Grossschmett. Erde, Suppl. 2 : 131 
Schiissler, 1933, in Strand, Lepid. Cat. Pars 55 : 242-247 
, 1934, ibid., Pars 65 : 689 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt in 1956 of 
Dr. Ross’ preliminary communication, the question of the possible use by the 
Commission of its Plenary Powers for the purpose of validating the generic 
name Dictyoploca Jordan in the Order Lepidoptera was allotted the Registered 
Number Z.N.(S.) 1072. 


3. Receipt prior to publication of support from the lepidopterological side 
from N. D. Riley and Karl Jordan : At the time of the receipt of Dr. Ross’s 
preliminary communication on the subject of the proposed preservation of the 
generic name Dictyoploca Jordan, 1911, it was found that, although that generic 
name had been used in a consistent sense by all the lepidopterists by whom it 
had been employed, it had in fact never been defined by the selection for it of 
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a type species from the nominal species originally placed in it by Jordan. 
This was an omission which it was necessary should be made good before an 
application on this subject could be submitted to the Commission, for that 
application would need to include a proposal that the above generic name should 
be placed on the Official List of available names at the same time that the name 
Dictyoploca Krauss, 1911, in the Embioptera, which it was now proposed should 
be suppressed by the Commission under its Plenary Powers was placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. Correspondence 
on this aspect was accordingly opened by the Secretary with Mr. N. D. Riley 
(British Museum (Natural History), London) who expressed himself as being 
in full accord with the proposal for the preservation of the generic name 
Dictyoploca Jordan. After examining the series in the British Museum of the 
two nominal species available for selection as the type species of this genus 
he formed the conclusion that the more suitable of the two was Saturnia simla 
Westwood, 1847. Mr. Riley added that, while he would be very glad himself 
to make the necessary type selection, it would, he thought, be particularly 
appropriate if this was to be done by the Commission’s Honorary Life President, 
Dr. Karl Jordan (British Museum (Natural History), The Zoological Museum, 
Tring, Herts, England), having regard to the fact that it was by him that over 
forty years earlier the nominal genus Dictyoploca had been established in the 
Lepidoptera. When consulted, Dr. Jordan at once intimated his support for 
the action proposed and immediately prepared a short note in which he selected 
the above species to be the type species of his genus Dictyoploca. A brief 
reference to these discussions was included by Dr. Ross in paragraph 3 of the 
application which he submitted to the Commission. 


4. Receipt prior to publication of support from the Embioptera point of view 
from E. McC. Callan : On 31st May 1956, Dr. E. McC. Callan (Department 
of Zoology and Entomology, Rhodes University, Grahamstown, South Africa) 
addressed the following communication to the Office of the Commission in 
support of the present application from the Embioptera point of view (Callan 
(E.McC.), 1957, Bull. zool.. Nomencl. 13 : 83) :— 


I beg to support the application of Dr. E. S. Ross that the Law of Priority 
be waived in respect of Dictyoploca Krauss of the EMBIIDAE in favour of 
Dictyoploca Jordan of the SATURNIIDAE. 


A new and more stable name for the Cape EMBIIDAE to take the place of 
Dictyoploca Krauss seems eminently desirable. This change would make no 
difference whatever in South African entomology, as the name Dictyoploca 
Krauss appears never to have been used by entomologists in South Africa. 


5. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 14th January 1957 and was published on 29th March of that 
year in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen- 
clature (Ross, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 80-83). 


6. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 
4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present case was 
given on 29th March 1947 (a) in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Ross’s application 
was published) and (b) to the other prescribed publications. In addition such 
Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications and to eight 
entomological serials in Europe and America respectively. 
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7. No Objection Received : Neither the publication of the present application 
nor the ensuing issue of Public Notices in regard thereto elicited any objection 
to the action proposed from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)53 : On 11th October 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)53) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “‘“the proposal relating to the generic name 
Dictyoploca Jordan, 1911 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), as set out in 
Points (1) to (4) in paragraph 7 on pages 81-82 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ [i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the 
paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 11th 
January 1958. 


10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)53 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)53 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Vokes; Bonnet; Mayr; Bradley (J.C.); do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering ; Dymond ; Prantl; Riley ; Esaki; Bodenheimer ; 
Boschma ; Hemming ; Mertens ; Hanko ; Miller ; Stoll ; Jaczewski ; 
Kihnelt ; Cabrera ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Tortonese ; Key ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 12th January 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)53, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision 
e re was the decision of the International Commission in the matter 
aforesaid. 


12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion’? : On 10th 
May 1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were 
in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)53. 
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13. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and. Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Apterembia Ross (E.S.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 81 

cercocyrta, Dictyoploca, Krauss, 1911, Zoologica, Stuttgart, No. 60 : 55 
Dictyoploca Krauss, 1911, Zoologica, Stuttgart, No. 60 : 54 

Dictyoploca Jordan, 1911, in Seitz, Grossschmett. Erde 2(90) : 218 
simla, Saturnia, Westwood, 1847, Cab. orient. Ent. : 41 


14. Reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal 
genus specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Dictyoploca Jordan, 1911 Jordan, 1957, Entomologist 90 : 50 


15. Family-Group-Name Aspects : The applicant has reported (in paragraph 5 
of the application reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion) 
that no family-group-name problem arises in the present case, the Embiid 
genus Dictyoploca Krauss (now correctly known as Apterembia Ross) being 
currently placed in the family EMBIIDAE and the Lepidopteran genus Dictyoploca 
Jordan in the family SATURNIIDAE. 


16. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


17. ‘*‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Five (545) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Tenth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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Professor Tadeusz JACZEWSKI (Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, Poland) 
(15th June 1950) 


Professor Robert MERTENS (Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt a.M., 
Germany) (5th July 1950) 


Professor Erich Martin HERING (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt- Universitat zu Berlin, Germany) 
(5th July 1950) 


Senhor Dr. Afranio do AMARAL (S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) (Vice-President) 
Professor J. R. DyMOND (University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August 1953) 


Professor J. Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 
(President) 


Professor Harold E. Voxes (University of Tulane, Department of Geology, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 


Professor Béla HANKO (MezGgazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th August 1953) 


Dr. Norman R. STOLL (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th 
August 1953) 


Mr. P. C. SYLVESTER-BRADLEY (Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953) 
Dr. oe HOoLrTuuls (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (12th August 


Dr. K. H. L. Key (Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation, Canberra, A.C.T., 
Australia) (15th October 1954) 


Dr. Alden H. MILLER (Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California, U.S.A.) (29th 
October 1954) 


Doc. aa Ferdinand PRANTL (Ndrodni Museum V Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia) (30th October 
1954 


Professor Dr. Wilhelm KUHNELT (Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Vienna, Austria) (6th Nov- 
ember 1954) 


Professor F. S. BODENHEIMER (The Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) (11th November 1954) 


Professor Ernst MAyR (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954) 


rer ne TORTONESE (Museo di Storia Naturale ““ G. Doria’, Genova, Italy) (16th December 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF A TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE GENUS 
** STAPHYLINUS ” LINNAEUS, 1758 (CLASS INSECTA, ORDER 
COLEOPTERA) AND VALIDATION UNDER THE SAME 
POWERS OF THE EMENDATION OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME OF THE SPECIES SO DESIGNATED 


RULING :—(1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) The emendation to erythropterus of the specific name erytropterus 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Staphylinus erytrop- 
terus, is hereby validated. 


(b) All selections of type species for the nominal genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758, made prior to the present Ruling are hereby set aside and the 
nominal species Staphylinus erythropterus (emend. under the Plenary 
Powers in (1)(a) above of erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, is hereby 
designated as the type species of the above genus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758 (gender : masculine) (type species, by designa- 
tion under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Staphylinus erythropterus 
(emend. under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above of erytropterus) 
Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 1338) ; 


(b) Creophilus Samouelle, 1819 (gender : masculine) (type species, by original 
designation: Staphylinus maxillosus Linnaeus, 1758) (Name No. 
1339). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) erythropterus (emend. under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above of 
erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Staphy- 
linus erytropterus (specific name of type species of Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758) (Name No. 1611) ; 

(b) maxillosus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Staphylinus 
maxillosus (specific name of type species of Creophilus Samouelle, 
1819) (Name No. 1612). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic names, each of which is an Erroneous 
Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758, are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) Saphylinus Gistel, 1856 (Name No. 1241) ; 

(b) Slaphylinus Fairmaire & Germain, 1861 (Name No. 1242) ; 
(c) Staphhylinus Reed, 1874 (Name No. 1243) ; 

(d) Staphilinus Brahm, 1790 (Name No. 1244) ; 

(e) Staphilynus Schaeffer, 1779 (Name No. 1245) ; 


(f) Staphlinus Rau, 1944 (Name No. 1246) ; 
1 0 1959: 


2 wets} ry | \f AY R 
sustituTion PE 


142 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS 


(g) Staphylinius Redtenbacher, 1857 (Name No. 1247) ; 

(h) Staphylinns Perty, 1830 (Name No. 1248) ; 

(i) Staphytinus Dauguet, 1946 (Name No. 1249) ; 

(j) Stapilinus Berkenhout, 1795 (Name No. 1250) ; 

(k) Staplylinus Thomson, 1860 (Name No. 1251) ; 

(1) Stapyhlinus Fairmaire & Laboulbéne, 1856 (Name No. 1252) ; 
(m)Stophylinus Zetterstedt, 1828 (Name No. 1253). 


(5) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 
577 :— 


erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Staphylinus 
erytropterus (rejected under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above as an 
Invalid Original Spelling for erythropterus). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Number 260 :— 


STAPHYLINIDAE (correction of STAPHYLINII) Latreille, [1803-1804] (type 
genus : Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758) 


(7) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the 
Name Number 291 :— 


STAPHYLINII Latreille, [1803-1804] (type genus : Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758) 
(an Invalid Original Spelling for STAPHYLINIDAE). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


The subject dealt with in the present Opinion was first formally brought to 
the notice of the Office of the Commission in a letter dated 22nd November 
1949 with which Mr. N. D. Riley, at that time Secretary to the Royal Ento- 
mological Society of London, transmitted a copy of Part 9 of the Society’s 
publication The Generic Names of British Insects in which a proposal was 
made that the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature should 
be asked to use its Plenary Powers to designate the nominal species Staphylinus 
erythropterus (emend. of erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, to be the type species 
of the genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Insecta, Order Coleoptera).1 
It was not possible for any progress to be made with this case at that time but 
in the autumn of 1954 consultations in regard to this and to the other cases 
covered by Mr. Riley’s letter of 22nd November 1949 took place between 
Mr. Francis Hemming, Secretary to the Commission, Mr. C. E. Tottenham, 
one of the applicants who had participated in preparing the proposals set 
out in Part 9 of the work The Generic Names of British Insects and Mtr. J. 
Balfour-Browne, who by that time had become the Editor of the publications 
of the Royal Entomological Society. As the result of these discussions it was 
agreed that a revised application in regard to this case should be drawn up 
by Mr. C. E. Tottenham, and that in this revised document account should be 
taken of such matters involved in the present case as were affected by decisions 
taken by the International Congresses of Zoology held in Paris in 1948 and at 


1 Part 9 of the work The Generic Names of British Insects was published on 30th August 
1949 (Gen. Names Brit. Ins. (9) : 344-466). 
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Copenhagen in 1953. In particular, it was agreed that, as it was desired by 
Mr. Tottenham and his colleagues that the Commission should approve the 
emendation to erythropterus of the specific name erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, 
for the species originally established with the name Staphylinus erytropterus 
which it was now proposed should be designated as the type species of 
Staphylinus Linnaeus, it would be necessary under the relevant decision of the 
Copenhagen Congress that an express request for the use of the Plenary Powers 
for this purpose should be included in the application to be submitted to the 
Commission. The discussions described above culminated on 14th January 
1957 when Mr. Tottenham submitted the following application to the 
Commission :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers (a) to designate a type species in harmony . 
with accustomed usage for the genus ‘‘ Staphylinus ’’ Linnaeus, 1758, and 
(b) to validate the emendation to ‘‘ erythropterus ’’ of the specific 
name of the nominal species ‘‘ Staphylinus erytropterus ”’ 
Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Insecta, Order Coleoptera) 


By C. E. TOTTENHAM, M.A. 
(Zoological Museum, Cambridge University, Cambridge) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to prevent 
the very serious confusion and name-changing which would result from the 
acceptance as the type species of the genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758 (Class 
Insecta, Order Coleoptera) of the species which is at present the type species 
under the Rules. The proposal that the Commission should be asked to 
take action in this sense was first put forward in a paper which I prepared for 
the Coleoptera Sub-Committee of the Committee on Generic Nomenclature, 
a body set up by the Royal Entomological Society of London to supervise 
the preparation of the work entitled The Generic Names of British Insects 
which was then in process of publication by the Society. The proposal so 
drawn up was supported by the Coleoptera Sub-Committee, the other mem- 
bers of which were at that time: H. E. Andrewes; W. A. F. Balfour-Browne ; 
K. G. Blair; M. Cameron. These proposals were embodied by the Sub- 
Committee in its Third Report which in turn was submitted to, and approved 
by, the Committee on Generic Nomenclature, by whom it was submitted to 
the Royal Entomological Society in its Ninth Report. These documents 
were approved by the Council for transmission to the International Com- 
mission and were published as Part 9 of the work referred to above on 
30th August 1949 (Gen. Names Brit. Ins. (9) : 343-466). Finally, on 
22nd December 1949, Mr. N. D. Riley, then Secretary to the Society, 
transmitted the foregoing publication to the International Commission. 
Various circumstances prevented until now the preparation of a formal 
application to the International Commission on this subject. The facts of 
this case are set out in the following paragraphs. 


2. The genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 421) 
was established with nineteen included species but without a designated type 
species. Of the included species two only enter into the present case, 
namely : (1) Staphylinus maxillosus Linnaeus, 1758 (: 421) ; (2) Staphylinus 
erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758 (: 422). 


3. Before entering upon a discussion of the type species of the foregoing 
genus, there is one preliminary matter which requires to be mentioned. This 
is the spelling to be used for the specific name of the second of the two nominal 
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species cited above. As there stated, that specific name was spelled 
‘ erytropterus ” by Linnaeus in 1758 but it was quickly recognised that this 
was a mistake for “ erythropterus ’’, to which form it was emended by Miiller 
(O.F.) in 1764 (Fauna Ins. fridrichsdal. : 23). This emendation was accepted 
by subsequent workers, the name being almost universally spelled in this way. 
After the adoption of the present Régles by the Berlin Congress in 1901 it is 
probable that under Article 19 (the Article relating to the emendation of names) 
the emendation of the defective spelling erytropterus to erythropterus was 
perfectly valid but under the more rigid provisions substituted for that Article 
by the Copenhagen Congress in 1953 it is no longer so. That Congress 
recognised, however, that in the interest of stability long-established 
emendations ought to be protected from change in those cases where under 
the Rules then adopted they were technically invalid. The means provided 
by that Congress to secure that end requires several years in order to become 
effective and is therefore inappropriate in a case such as the present where an 
immediate decision is required as part of the settlement of some larger 
question. I recommend therefore that in this, as in certain similar, recent, 
cases the required relief should be provided by the Commission by the 
exercise of its Plenary Powers. 


4. We may turn to consider the position as regards the type species of the 
genus Staphylinus Linnaeus. Here we find that historically this matter was 
determined in 1819 (Entomologist’s useful Compendium : 172) when Samouelle 
(i) designated Staphylinus erythropterus Linnaeus to be the type species of the 
genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, and (ii) established the nominal genus Creophilus 
Samouelle with Staphylinus maxillosus Linnaeus as type species by original 
designation. This disposition of these species has been followed oe all 
subsequent authors and represents the practice currently in force. 


5. Unfortunately, as is now seen, the decision in the Commission’s 
Opinion 11 to recognise the Tableau Méthodique annexed to Latreille’s 
Considerations générales sur Tl’ Ordre naturel des Animaux composant les 
Classes des Crustacés, des Arachnides et des Insectes as containing valid 
selections of type species for the genera there enumerated would have the 
most disastrous consequences if applied in the present case. For in this work 
(: 427) Latreille selected Staphylinus maxillosus Linnaeus to be the type species 
of the genus Staphylinus Linnaeus. Thus under the normal provisions of 
the Régles (i) the name Staphylinus Linnaeus would need to be transferred to 
the genus which for nearly 140 years has been known by the name Creophilus 
Samouelle, 1819, (ii) the name Creophilus Samouelle would disappear as 
a junior objective synonym of Staphylinus Linnaeus, and (ili) the genus 
historically known as Staphylinus Linnaeus would need to be known either 
by the name Dinothenarus Thomson, 1858 (as stated by Tottenham, 1939, 
Gen. Names Brit. Ins. : 444) or Platydracus Thomson, 1858 (as stated by 
Blackwelder, 1952, Bull. U.S. nat. Mus. 200 : 312, 357), two names published 
by Thomson in the same paper. At present each of these names is in use 
for a subgenus of Staphylinus Linnaeus, distinct from the genus currently 
treated as the nominate subgenus. Both the genus Staphylinus (as currently 
understood) and the genus Creophilus are genera of world-wide distribution, 
and the former is a very large genus upon which there is a considerable 
volume of literature. It is not necessary to labour the objections to such 
a violent disturbance of current nomenclatorial practice as that described 
above. In addition, it may, however, be noted that such a change in the 
interpretation of the genus Staphylinus Linnaeus would cause serious con- 
fusion at the family-group-name level, for the genus Creophilus (i.e. the genus 
which would become the genus Staphylinus) is at present placed in the sub- 
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tribe XANTHOPYGI which would become the nominate sub-tribe STAPHYLINI, 
while some other name would have to be found for the sub-tribe known 
today as STAPHYLINI. It is to avoid these disastrous developments that I now 
ask the International Commission to use its Plenary Powers to set aside all 
selections of type species for the genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758, made 
prior to the Ruling now asked for and, having done so, to designate under 
the same Powers the nominal species Staphylinus erythropterus (emend. of 
erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, to be the type species of the foregoing genus. 


6. The consequential action required under the ‘“‘ Completeness of 
Opinions ” Rule is : (1) the addition to the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology of the name Creophilus Samouelle, 1819 ; (2) the addition to the 
Official List of Specific Names in Zoology of the specific name of the type 
species of the above genus and of Staphylinus Linnaeus ; (3) the addition to 
the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology of the 
under-mentioned Erroneous Subsequent Spellings for Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758 ; (4) the addition to the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology 
of the name STAPHYLINIDAE (correction of STAPHYLINI) Latreille, [1803-1804] 
(Hist. nat. Crust. Ins. 9 : 172) (first published in correct form as STAPHYLINIDAE 
by Westwood in 1838, Introd. mod. Class. Ins. 1 : 162) ; and (5) the addition 
to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology 
of the name STAPHYLINI Latreille, [1803-1804] (an Erroneous Original 
Spelling for STAPHYLINIDAE). 


Erroneous Subsequent Spellings of ‘‘ Staphylinus’’ Linnaeus, 1758, 
proposed to be placed on the “‘ Official Index of Rejected and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology” 


Staphilynus Schaeffer, 1779, Icon. Ins. 3 : index 
Staphilinus Brahm, 1790, Insektenkalendar f. Samml. u. Oekonomen, Pt. 1 : 
XXVIli 
Stapilinus Berkenhout, 1795, Syn. nat. Hist. Brit. (ed. 3) 1 : 318 
Stophylinus Zetterstedt (J.W.), 1828, Faun. Ins. lapp. (1) : 45 
Staphylinns Perty, 1830, Delectus Anim. artic. ...:4 . 
Saphylinus Gistel, 1856, Die Mysterien der europ. Insectenwelt : 10 
Stapyhlinus Fairmaire & Laboulbéne, 1856, Faun. ent. frang. 1 : 377 
Staphylinius Redtenbacher, 1857, Fauna austriac. (ed. 2) : 133 
Staplylinus Thomson, 1860, Skand. Col. 2 : 135 
Slaphylinus Fairmaire & Germain, 1861, Ann. Soc. ent. France (4) 1 : 431 
Staphhylinus Reed, 1874, Anal. Univ. Chile 45 : 353 
Staphlinus Rau, 1944, Ent. News 55 : 15 
Staphytinus Dauguet, 1946, L’Entomologiste 2 : 238 
7. For the reasons set forth above I ask the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers :— 
(a) to validate the emendation to erythropterus of the specific name 
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erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Staphylinus erytropterus ; 

(b) to set aside all selections of type species for the genus Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758, made prior to the Ruling now asked for and 
having done so, to designate the nominal species Staphylinus 
erythropterus (emend. of erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, to be the 
type species of the foregoing genus ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758 (gender : masculine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above: 
Staphylinus erythropterus (emend. under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(a) above of erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758) ; 


(b) Creophilus Samouelle, 1819 (gender: masculine) (type species, by 
original designation : Staphylinus maxillosus Linnaeus, 1758) ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 

Specific Names in Zoology :— 

(a) erythropterus (emend. under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above of 
erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Staphylinus erytropterus (specific name of type species of 
Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758) ; 


(b) maxillosus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Staphylinus maxillosus (specific name of type species of Creophilus 
Samouelle, 1819) ; 


(4) to place the thirteen Erroneous Subsequent Spellings for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758, specified in paragraph 6 above on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 
erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Staphylinus erytropterus (an Original Spelling rejected under the 
Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above in favour of the emendation 
erythropterus) ; 


(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 
STAPHYLINIDAE (correction of STAPHYLINI) Latreille, [1803-1804] 
(type genus: Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758) (first published in 
correct form as STAPHYLINIDAE by Westwood, 1838) ; 


(7) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


STAPHYLINI Latreille, [1803-1804] (type genus : Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758) (an Invalid Original Spelling for STAPHYLINIDAE). 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : In 1947 it became known that the 
Royal Entomological Society of London were contemplating transmitting to 
the International Commission proposals in regard to the generic and specific 
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names for certain of the British species of the family STAPHYLINIDAE (Class 
Insecta, Order Coleoptera) then in process of being drawn up in connection 
with the preparation of the Society's work The Generic Names of British 
Insects. It was thereupon decided to take note of the foregoing situation by 
allotting to this subject the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 242. When in 1949 
the proposals in question were actually received from the Royal Entomological 
Society the above Registered Number was retained for the question of the 
species to be accepted as the type species of the genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
other Registered Numbers being assigned to the remaining cases relating to 
Staphylinid nomenclature then received. 


3. Support for the present application received prior to its publication : At 
the time when the present application was prepared in 1949 the following 
specialists, in addition to Mr. Tottenham, were serving as members of the 
Coleoptera Sub-Committee of the Royal Entomological Society’s Committee 
on Generic Nomenclature and took part in the preparation and submission 
of the recommendations then formulated :—H. E. Andrewes; W. A. F. 
Balfour-Browne ; K. G. Blair ; M. Cameron. 


4. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 16th January 1957 and was published on 29th March of that 
year in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen- 
clature (Tottenham, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 84-88). 


5. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 29th March 1957 (a) in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of 
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Tottenham’s 
application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition, such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publica- 
tions and to seven entomological serials in Europe and America. 


6. Support for the whole of the present application received from Ian 
Moore : Shortly after the close of the Prescribed Six-Month Waiting Period 
and after the opening of the Prescribed Voting Period for this case (paragraph 9 
below) Mr. Ian Moore (EI Cajon, California, U.S.A.), a specialist in this group, 
addressed on 13th December 1957 the following communication in which he 
indicated his support for the proposals submitted by Mr. Tottenham in this 
case :— 


A note appeared in the Pan-Pacific Entomologist for April, 1957 (33 : 85), 
inviting comment on use of the Plenary Powers in regard to Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758, designation of erythropterus (emend. of erytropterus) Linnaeus, 
1758, as type species. 


This note is just to say that as one who has studied the group for several 
years, I believe the proposed action would be quite desirable. It would 
result in retention of the name of this genus (the type genus of the family) 
in its customary sense. 


7. No objection to the proposals relating to the designation of a type species 
for the genus ‘‘ Staphylinus ’’ Linnaeus, 1758 : The publication of the present 
application and the issue of Public Notices in regard thereto elicited no objection 
from any source to the proposed use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of 
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designating the species specified in the application to be the type species of the 
genus Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758. 


8. Objection to the proposed use of the Plenary Powers for validating the 
emendation of the specific name of the species proposed to be designated as the 
type species of the genus ‘‘ Staphylinus ’’ Linnaeus, 1758, received from E. M. 
Hering : On 23rd April 1957 there was received in the Office of the Commission 
the following statement from Professor Dr. E. M. Hering (Zoologisches Museum 
der Humboldt-Universitdt zu Berlin), in which he expressed his objection to the 
validation of the widely used emendation erythropterus of the defective form 
erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758 (Staphylinus) in which the name of the species now 
proposed to be designated as the type species of the genus Staphylinus Linnaeus 
was originally published (Hering, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 264)?:— 


Es war ein begriissenswerter Fortschritt, als die ““ Copenhagen Decisions ” 
im Gegensatz zu der nicht so strengen Formulierung der Régles die Méglich- 
keiten der Emendation zoologischer Namen noch starker eingeschrankt 
hatten. Besonders wichtig war dabei der Paragraph 71, der in (1)(a)(1) 
festlegte, dass ein Irrtum der Transliteration in das lateinische Alphabet kein 
Recht gibt, die Original-Schreibweise eines Namens zu dndern. In den 
Sitzungen des Colloquiums, die zur Formulierung der C. D. geftihrt haben, 
war immer wieder der richtige Gedanke angedeutet worden, dass philologische 
Erwagungen erst in zweiter Linie fiir Aenderungen der Schreibweise zoo- 
logischer Namen herangezogen werden sollten. Wie unbedenklich auf 
anderen Geistesgebieten in dieser Hinsicht vorgegangen wird, zeigt eine 
auch nur fliichtige Betrachtung der Bildung der allgemein anerkannten 
Termini in der Medizin. 


Wollte jeder Spezialist auf seinem Gebiet die durch falsche Transcription 
oder Transliteration gebildeten Namen zur Genehmigung der Emendation der 
International Commission vorschlagen, so bliebe dieser zur Erledigung 
wichtiger Aufgaben tiberhaupt keine Zeit mehr, denn: die Zahl der falsch 
gebildeten Namen ist Legion ! Es kommt hinzu, dass in gewissen Fallen 
auch verschiedene Klassiker verschiedene Schreibweisen angewendet haben, 
und dass auch der Philologe manchmal mehr als eine Schreibweise als richtig 
anerkennen muss. Wie viele Namen, die aus dem Griechischen stammen, 
sind mit der Original-Endung “-on” beibehalten worden. Es erscheint 
nicht statthaft, von ihnen nun nur eine oder mehrere, wie Theridion zu 
Theridium, zu emendieren, wahrend andere Namen mit der gleichen Endung 
unverandert bleiben. Dem sprachlich Gebildeten sehen die zahlreichen 
Namen mit der Endung “-pterix’’ ebenso abscheulich aus wie etwa 
‘* erytropterus ’’. Wenn aber einige Spezialisten auf ihrem Gebiete Aenderun- 
gen herbeiftihren lassen, die anderen nicht, kommt es in kurzer Zeit zu 
einen Wirrwarr, in dem sich niemand mehr zurechtfindet. Bleibt es beim 
strikten Verbot der Emendation, und ist die Kommission konsequent, braucht 
man nur die Original-Beschreibung nachzuschlagen, um zu wissen, wie ein 
Name richtig zu schreiben ist. Im anderen Falle muss die grosse, dauernd 
noch steigende Zahl der verdffentlichten Opinions durchgesehen werden, 
wenn man Sicherheit tiber eine Schreibweise haben will, das bedeutet eine 
grosse Erschwerung der wissenschaftlichen Arbeit. Durch solch eine 


A second case cited by Professor Dr. Hering at the same time—Theridion Walckenaer 
versus the emendation Theridium—has been dealt with by the Commission in its 
Opinion 517 (1958, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 19 : 45-110). In that case 
(unlike the present) a very large majority of specialists in the group concerned had 
expressed themselves as favouring the retention of the original spelling Theridion. The 
proposal in favour of the validation of the emendation Theridium was accordingly 
rejected by the Commission. 
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Durchlécherung des Emendation-Verbotes gelangt die rein philologisch 
motivierte Emendation durch die Hintertiir der Kommissions-Entscheidung 
wieder zu der Stellung, die ihr durch § 71 ff, der C.D. entzogen werden 
sollte. Die Kommission hat in friiheren Opinions in 4 Jahrzehnten nur 12 
Emendationenen genehmigt, im Méarzheft des Bulletin werden deren 
gleichzeitig schon 3 vorgeschlagen! Es sei der Kommission bei der Behand- 
lung aller Emendation-Vorschlage zugerufen : “‘ Landgraf, werde hart ! ” 


Die International Commission mége aus den angezeigten Griinden die 
drei im Titel genannten Vorschlage ablehnen. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION 
ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


9. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)54 : On 11th October 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)54) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating (a) to the designation 
of a type species in harmony with accustomed usage for the genus Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758, and (b) to the validation of the emendation of the specific 
name of the species so proposed to be designated (Class Insecta, Order 
Coleoptera) as set out in Points (1) to (7) in paragraph 7 (pp. 87-88) of Volume 
13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature” [i.e. in the Points numbered 
as above in paragraph 7 of the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the 
present Opinion]. 


10. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting Paper was 
issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
lith January 1958. 


11. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)54, except the voting 
on the question of the validation of the emendation to ‘‘ erythropterus ’’ of the 
specific name ‘‘ erytropterus ’’ Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
“* Staphylinus erytropterus ’’ : At the close of the Prescribed Voting Period the 
state of the voting on the proposals submitted with Voting Paper V.P.(57)54, 
other than the portion relating to the proposed validation under the Plenary 
Powers of the emendation to erythropterus of the specific name erytropterus 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Staphylinus erytropterus, was 
as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis; Vokes; Bonnet; Mayr; Bradley (J.C.); do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering ; Dymond; Prantl; Riley ; Esaki ; Bodenheimer ; 
Boschma ; Hemming ; Mertens ; Hankoé ; Jaczewski; Miller ; Stoll ; 
Kuhnelt ; Cabrera ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Tortonese ; Key ; 

(b) Negative Votes : 

None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned : 
None. 


12. Particulars of the Voting on the request for the validation under the 
Plenary Powers of the emendation to ‘‘ erythropterus ’’ of the specific name 
** erytropterus ’’ Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination ‘‘ Staphylinus 
erytropterus ’’ submitted in the second portion of Voting Paper V.P.(57)54 : At 
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the close of the Prescribed Voting Period the state of the voting on the request 
for the validation under the Plenary Powers of the emendation to erythropterus 
of the specific name erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combina- 
tion Staphylinus erytropterus, which formed the second portion of the subject 
submitted with Voting Paper V.P.(57)54 was as follows :— 


(a) In favour of the validation under the Plenary Powers of the emendation to 

*“ erythropterus” of the specific name “ erytropterus”’ Linnaeus, 1758, 
as published in the combination “‘Staphylinus erytropterus ”, twenty-four 
(24) votes : 
Holthuis ; Vokes; Bonnet; Mayr; Bradley (J.C.); do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Dymond ; Prantl ; Riley ; Esaki ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma ; 
Hemming ; Mertens ; Hanko ; Jaczewski; Miller ; Stoll ; Kiihnelt ; 
Cabrera ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Tortonese ; Key ; 


(b) Against the above proposal, one (1) vote : 
Hering ; 

(c) Voting Papers not returned : 
None. 


13. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 12th January 1958 Mr. Hemming 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)54, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast, 
were as set out in paragraphs 11 and 12 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted with both portions of the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly 
adopted and that the decision so taken was the decision of the International 
Commission in the matter aforesaid. 


14. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 12th 
May 1958 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in 
complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)54. 


15. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Creophilus Samouelle, 1819, Entomologist’s useful Compend. : 172 


erythropterus (emend. of erytropterus), Staphylinus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. 
Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 422 


erytropterus, Staphylinus, Linnaeus, 1758 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
erythropterus) 

maxillosus, Staphylinus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 421 

Saphylinus Gistel, 1856, Die Mysterien europ. Insectenwelt : 10 

Slaphylinus Fairmaire & Germain, 1861, Ann. Soc ent. France (4) 1: 431 

Staphhylinus Reed, 1874, Anal. Uniy. Chile, 45 : 353 

Staphilinus Brahm, 1790, Insektenkalendar f. Samml. u. Oekonomen, Pt. 
Lexx 

Staphilynus Schaeffer, 1779, Icon. Ins. 3 : index 

Staphlinus Rau, 1944, Ent. News 55 : 15 

Staphylinius Redtenbacher, 1857, Fauna austriac. (ed. 2) : 133 
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Staphylinns Perty, 1830, Delectus Anim. artic. ...:4 

Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1: 421 

Staphytinus Dauguet, 1946, L’Entomologiste 2 : 238 

Stapilinus Berkenhout, 1795, Syn. nat. Hist. Brit. (ed. 3) 1 : 318 
Staplylinus Thomson, 1860, Skand. Col. 2 : 135 

Stapyhlinus Fairmaire & Laboulbéne, 1856, Faun. ent. franc. 1 : 377 
Stophylinus Zetterstedt, 1828, Faun. Ins. lapp. Pt. 1 : 45 


16. References for Family-Group Names: The following are the original 
references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in the present 
Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official Index of 
names for taxa belonging to the family-group category :— 


STAPHYLINIDAE (correction of STAPHYLINII) Latreille, [1803-1804], Hist. nat. 
Crust. Ins. 9 : 172 


STAPHYLINI Latreille, [1803-1804] (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
STAPHYLINIDAE) 


17. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


18. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Six (546) of the International Commission on Zoo- 
logical Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twelfth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 
Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 
FRANCIS HEMMING 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF A TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE NOMINAL 
GENUS “ANOPHELES ” MEIGEN, 1818 (CLASS INSECTA, 
ORDER DIPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers (a) all selections of type species 
for the genus Anopheles Meigen, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), made 
prior to the present Ruling are hereby set aside and (b) the nominal species 
Anopheles maculipennis Meigen, 1818, is hereby designated to be the type 
species of the foregoing genus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1340 :— 


Anopheles Meigen, 1818 (gender: masculine) (type species, by designation 
under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Anopheles maculipennis Meigen, 
1818). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) maculipennis Meigen, 1818, as published in the combination Anopheles 
maculipennis (specific name of type species of Anopheles Meigen, 1818) 
(Name No. 1613) ; 


(b) claviger Meigen, 1804, as published in the combination Culex claviger 
(Name No. 1614). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1254 :— 


Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 1953 (a junior objective synonym of 
Anopheles Meigen, 1818, as defined by the type species designated therefor 
under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above). 


(5) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 261 :— 


ANOPHELINAE (correction of ANOPHELINA) Theobald, 1901 (type genus : 
Anopheles Meigen, 1818) 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name 
No. 292 :— 


ANOPHELINA Theobald, 1901 (type genus: Anopheles Meigen, 1818) (an 
Invalid Original Spelling for ANOPHELINAE) (available as a name for a 
family-group taxon below the subfamily level unless and until other 
terminations are prescribed for the names of such taxa). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 24th September 1956, Dr. Alan Stone (U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Agricultural Research Service, Entomology Research Branch, Washington, 
D.C., U.S.A.) addressed a letter to the Office of the Commission with which 
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he enclosed the draft of an application proposed to be submitted jointly by 
himself and Dr. Kenneth L. Knight (Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Depart- 
ment of the Navy, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) in which the Commission would 
be asked to use its Plenary Powers to stabilise the important generic name 
Anopheles Meigen, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) by designating for it a 
type species in harmony with established practice. A few minor points of a 
procedural nature were found to arise on this case but these were quickly 
disposed of, with the result that on 11th January 1957 the above specialists found 
it possible to submit the following definitive application for consideration :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to designate a type species in harmony with 
accustomed usage for the genus ‘‘Anopheles ’’ Meigen, 1818 (Class 
Insecta, Order Diptera) 


By ALAN STONE 
(Entomology Research Branch, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


and 


KENNETH L. KNIGHT 
(Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Department of the Navy, 
Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to prevent the 
catastrophic confusion which would result from the acceptance as the type 
species of the genus Anopheles Meigen, 1818, of the species which is the type 
species under the Rules. The relevant facts are set out below. 


2. The genus Anopheles was described by J. W. Meigen in 1818 in his 
Systematische Beschreibung der bekannten Europdischen zweifliigeligen 
Insekten, Vol. 1, p. 10. It included two nominal species, Culex bifurcatus 
Linnaeus, 1758, and Anopheles maculipennis “‘Hoffmgg’’ (:11), the latter 
a new Species in this publication. The first type selection for the genus was 
by Curtis in 1828 (Brit. Ent. No. 210) as Culex bifurcatus Linnaeus, 1758. 
Culex trifurcatus Fabricius and Culex claviger Meigen, 1804 (Klassif. zweéifl. 
Insekt. 1(1) : 4) were given as synonyms of Anopheles bifurcatus (Linnaeus). 


3. Martini (1922, Ent. Mitt. 11 : 107, 108) rather clearly demonstrated 
that Linnaeus was dealing with the male of Culex pipiens when he described 
C. bifurcatus and this has been generally accepted, so that if we accept Culex 
bifurcatus Linnaeus as the type species of Anopheles, then Anopheles would 
fall as a junior synonym of Culex. This is a clear case of misidentification 
of the type species of a genus, Culex bifurcatus of Meigen, Curtis, and others 
being the species that is now generally known as Anopheles claviger (Meigen). 


4. There are three alternatives in deciding the species that should serve 
as the type of Anopheles. These are the following :— 


5. Alternative (a) : To accept Culex bifurcatus Linnaeus, 1758, as the type 
species. This would be disastrous since the name Anopheles would fall and 
the vast amount of literature in entomology and medicine dealing with this 
extremely important group of insects would all be catalogued under a 
nomenclatorially erroneous name and it would probably be impossible to 
remove the name Anopheles from usage. 
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6. Alternative (b): To accept Culex claviger Meigen, 1804, as the type 
species. This is the species which Meigen in 1818 identified as Anopheles 
bifurcatus (L.). To accept this would follow the principle of accepting what 
Meigen actually had as the species, subsequently selected as type of the genus, 
and not what he believed he had. This species has been accepted as the type 
species by Christophers (1933, Fauna of British India, Diptera 4 : 97) ; 
Bonne-Wepster (1953, Anopheles Mosquitoes of the Indo-Australian Region : 
80) ; Buonomini and Mariani (1953, Riv. Malariol. 32 : 177) ; and Senevet and 
Andarelli (1956, Les Anopheles del’ Afrique du Nord et du bassin Méditerranéen : 
29), the latter as ““ Serie Anopheles s. ss’, A. maculipennis being placed in a 
separate series. The selection of claviger as type species would have the 
advantage of permitting the retention of the subgenus Maculipennia Buonomini 
and Mariani 1953 (loc. cit. 32 : 178), which has as its type species Anopheles 
maculipennis Meigen, 1818, by original designation. For this reason we 
favor this selection. 


7. Alternative (c): To accept Anopheles maculipennis Meigen, 1818, as 
the type species. This name was, of course, available for type selection but 
it was not the species first selected by Curtis. We are not certain of the first 
selection of A. maculipennis Meigen as the type species, but it may have been 
by Zetterstedt (1850, Diptera Scandinaviae 9 : 3467). This type species has 
been accepted by a number of workers, including Rondani (1856, Dipterologiae 
ital. Prodr. 1 : 178) ; Neveu-Lemaire (1902, Mém. Soc. zool. France 15 : 205) ; 
Blanchard (1905, Les Moustiques : 160) ; Brunetti (1914, Rec. Indian Mus. 
10 : 55) ; Howard, Dyar & Knab (1917, Mosquitoes of North and Central 
America and the West Indies 4 : 96) ; Edwards (1932, in Wytsman, Genera 
Insectorum 194 : 35) ; Lane (1953, Neotropical Culicidae 1 : 157). On the 
basis of usage this selection might well be favored, but it has not the same 
zoological species as the one that Curtis considered the type species of 
Anopheles, and its acceptance would place Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani 
in absolute synonymy. Zoologically, the selection of Culex claviger Meigen 
rather than Anopheles maculipennis Meigen would create very little confusion, 
since until recently the two species have been placed in the same restricted 
group of species. 


8. The genus Anopheles Meigen is currently treated as the type genus of 
a family-group taxon within the family CULICIDAE. It is believed that the 
earliest such name is ANOPHELINA which was published as a name of subfamily 
rank by Theobald in 1901 (Mon. Culic. 1 : 97). 


9. For the reasons set forth above we recommend the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers (a) to set aside all selections of type species 
for the genus Anopheles Meigen, 1818, made prior to the Ruling now 
asked for, and (b), having done so, to designate Culex claviger Meigen, 
1804, to be the type species of the foregoing genus ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 

Generic Names in Zoology :— 

(a) Anopheles Meigen, 1818 (gender: masculine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Culex 
claviger Meigen, 1804) ; 

(b) Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 1953 (gender : feminine) 
(type species, by original designation : Anopheles maculipennis 
Meigen, 1818) ; 
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(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) claviger Meigen, 1804, as published in the combination Culex 
claviger (specific name of type species of Anopheles Meigen, 
1818) ; 


(b) maculipennis Meigen, 1818, as published in the combination 
Anopheles maculipennis (specific name of type species of 
Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 1953) ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


ANOPHELINAE (correction of ANOPHELINA) Theobald, 1901 (type 
genus : Anopheles Meigen, 1818) ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


ANOPHELINA Theobald, 1901 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
ANOPHELINAE). 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt of Dr. Alan 
Stone’s preliminary communication in September 1956 the question of the 
possible use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of stabilising the inter- 
pretation of the nominal genus Anopheles Meigen, 1818, was allotted the 
Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1165. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 16th January 1957 and was published on 29th March of the 
same year in Double-Part 2/3 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature (Stone (A.) & Knight (K.L.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 89— 
91). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers for the purpose 
of designating for the nominal genus Anopheles Meigen a type species in harmony 
with accustomed usage was given on 29th March 1957 (a) in Double-Part 
2/3 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which 
the application by Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight was published) and (b) to the other 
prescribed serial publications. In addition, such Notice was given to four 
general zoological serial publications and to seven entomological serials in 
Europe and America. 


5. Support received from Ernestine B. Thurman: On 2lst May 1957, 
Lt.-Commander Ernestine B. Thurman (Sanitarian (R)) (Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Maryland, U.S.A.) addressed to the Office of the Commission the 
following letter of support for the proposals submitted in the present case 
(Thurman (E.B.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 220) :— 


This is to report that I concur with the five opinions stated by Dr. Alan 
Stone and Dr. Kenneth L. Knight dealing with the designation of the type 
species of the genus Anopheles Meigen, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera). 
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6. Receipt of a suggestion by Ernst Mayr : On 21st July 1957, Professor Ernst 
Mayr (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, 
Massachusetts, U.S.A.) informed the Office of the Commission that, while 
he fully endorsed “‘ the major object of this application ”’, he was of the opinion 
that it would be a mistake for the Commission to designate Culex claviger 
Meigen, 1804, as the type species of Anopheles Meigen rather than Anopheles 
maculipennis Meigen, the species most widely connected with the genus Anopheles 
in the minds of biologists and medical men. On the receipt of this communica- 
tion the Secretary at once entered into discussion with the applicants for the 
purpose of securing further consideration of the question raised by 
Professor Mayr. The outcome of these discussions was submitted to the 
Commission by the Secretary in the Report reproduced in paragraph 8 below. 


7. No objection to the use of the Plenary Powers received : No objection was 
received from any source to the use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of 
providing the genus Anopheles Meigen with a suitable type species. 


8. Submission to the Commission by the Secretary in September 1957 of a 
Report covering a Revised Proposal : Shortly before the close of the Prescribed 
Six-Month Waiting Period there was received in the Office of the Commission 
a letter (dated 23rd September 1957) in which Dr. Alan Stone, to whom (as 
explained in paragraph 6 above) the suggestion in regard to this case put 
forward by Professor Ernst Mayr had been communicated, intimated that 
after discussion with his co-applicant, Dr. Kenneth L. Knight, he had decided 
in favour of amending his proposal so as to provide that, as suggested by 
Professor Mayr, the type species of Anopheles Meigen should become Anopheles 
maculipennis Meigen instead of (as previously recommended) Culex claviger 
Meigen, 1804. This decision on the part of Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight greatly 
simplified the further consideration of this case, for there was now complete 
agreement as to the action which it was desirable that the Commission should 
take. Accordingly on 26th September 1957 the Secretary prepared a Report 
informing the Commission of the suggestion that had been put forward by 
Professor Mayr, of the discussions in regard to that suggestion which had 
ensued, and of their successful outcome. Annexed to this Report was a 
revised statement setting out in detail the action which the Commission was 
now recommended to take. The report so submitted was as follows :— 


Proposed designation under the Plenary Powers of a type species in 
harmony with accustomed usage for the genus ‘‘Anopheles ”’ 
Meigen, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The present note is concerned with the application submitted jointly by 
Dr. Alan Stone and Dr. Kenneth L. Knight for the use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers to prevent the 
catastrophic confusion in medical, general zoological, and entomological 
literature which would result from the acceptance for the genus Anopheles 
Meigen, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) of the species which is the type 
species under the Régles. (Stone & Knight, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 
89-91). 


2. In their paper Stone & Knight outlined three possible solutions.The 
first—the acceptance as the type species of Anopheles of the species (Culex 
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bifurcatus Linnaeus) which is the type species under the Régles—was at once 
dismissed by them as one which would be disastrous. The other possibilities 
discussed were the acceptance as the type species either of Culex claviger 
Meigen, 1804, or of Anopheles maculipennis Meigen, 1818. Stone & Knight 
stated that the designation of A. maculipennis as type species might well be 
favoured on the ground of usage, but they finally concluded that the best 
course would be to designate C. claviger as type species on the ground that 
such a designation would harmonise best with Meigen’s intentions when he 
established the genus Anopheles ; it would also render possible the retention 
of the subgeneric name Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 1953, for 
Anopheles maculipennis. 


3. At the time of the publication of the foregoing application Public Notice 
of the possible use of the Plenary Powers was given in the prescribed manner. 
No objection was received against the proposed stabilisation of the position of 
the genus Anopheles. Support for that project was received (1) from 
Ernestine B. Thurman (Department of Public Health, Education and Welfare, 
Public Health Service, Bethesda, Maryland, U.S.A.) ; (2) from Ernst Mayr 
(Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, U.S.A.). 


4. In intimating his support for the general purpose underlying the present 
application, Professor Mayr, however, raised an important question as to the 
species to be designated as the type species of Anopheles Meigen, strongly 
urging the claims of the nominal species Anopheles maculipennis Meigen as 
being greatly superior to those of Culex claviger. The following is an extract 
from Professor Mayr’s letter on this point :— 


The one species name that every biologist and medical person connects 
with the genus Anopheles is that of maculipennis. If the Commission has 
to use its Plenary Powers anyhow to fit the type of Anopheles it should be 
maculipennis. It seems to me that everything should be done to make 
alternative ““C”’ of the application the preferred alternative. It is by far 
the alternative that would guarantee the greatest stability. To have the 
malaria mosquito of Europe in the genus Maculipennia and to place the 
relatively unknown species claviger as the type of Anopheles would be 
calamitous and basically contrary to the intent of the applicants. One 
never knows for what reason someday the genus Anopheles may have to 
be split. 


5. On receiving the foregoing communication from Professor Mayr, I at 
once asked Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight to be so kind as to let me know their 
views as to the suggested change in the species to be recommended for designa- 
tion as the type species of the genus Anopheles. I have now received a letter 
in which Dr. Stone on his own behalf and on that of Dr. Knight has intimated 
his willingness to alter his proposal in order to secure that the species to be 
recommended for designation by the Commission under its Plenary Powers 
to be the type species of the above genus shall be Anopheles maculipennis 
Meigen in place of Culex claviger Meigen. The following is an extract 
from the letter so received on this subject :— 


The fact that a number of workers have considered maculipennis to be 
the type species of Anopheles, the fact that it is one of the best known 
names in the genus even though modern systematics shows it to have been 
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often misapplied, and the fact that the selection of maculipennis as the type 
causes no serious change in concept of the genus, leads us to willingness 
to amend our request to the Commission to accord with Professor Mayr’s 
suggestion. Thank you for bringing this to our attention. 


6. In the circumstances described above I have redrafted the proposals in 
regard to this case in order to bring them into line with the change now 
decided upon by the applicants. The proposals so redrafted are set out in 
the Annexe to the present note. 


ANNEXE TO REPORT BY THE SECRETARY 
DATED 26TH SEPTEMBER 1958 


Revised Proposals for the designation under the Plenary Powers of 
a type species in harmony with accustomed usage for the 
genus ‘‘Anopheles ’? Meigen, 1818 


(1) The Plenary Powers to be used (a) to set aside all selections of type 
species for the genus Anopheles Meigen, 1818, made prior to the 
action now asked for and (b) to designate the nominal species 
Anopheles maculipennis Meigen, 1818, to be the type species of the 
foregoing genus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name to be placed on the Official List 
of Generic Names in Zoology :— 


Anopheles Meigen, 1818 (gender: masculine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1) (b) above : Anopheles 
maculipennis Meigen, 1818). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names to be placed on the Official List 
of Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) maculipennis Meigen, 1818, as published in the combination 
Anopheles maculipennis (specific name of type species of Anopheles 
Meigen, 1818) ; 

(b) claviger Meigen, 1804, as published in the combination Culex 
claviger. 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name to be placed on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 1953 (a junior objective synonym 
of Anopheles Meigen, 1818, as proposed in (1)(b) above to be 
defined under the Plenary Powers). 


(5) The under-mentioned family-group name to be placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


ANOPHELINAE (correction of ANOPHELINA) Theobald, 1901 (type 
genus : Anopheles Meigen, 1818). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name to be placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


ANOPHELINA Theobald, 1901 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
ANOPHELINAE) [available as a name for a family-group taxon below 
the subfamily level unless and until other terminations are 
prescribed for the names of such taxa]. 
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Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


9. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)56 : On 11th October 1957 there was issued 
to the Members of the Commission the Report dated 26th September 1957, 
the text of which has been reproduced in the immediately preceding paragraph 
of the present Opinion. At the same time a Voting Paper (V.P.(57)56) was 
issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited to vote either for, 
or against, ‘‘ the proposal relating to the generic name Anopheles Meigen, 1818, 
as set out in the Annexe to the paper bearing the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 
1165 submitted by the Secretary simultaneously with the present Voting Paper. 


10. The Prescribed Voting Peried : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
11th January 1958. 


11. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)56 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)56 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-four (24) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Vokes ; Bonnet ; Mayr ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Riley ; do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering; Dymond; Esaki; Bodenheimer; Boschma ; 
Hemming; Prantl; Mertens; Hankéd; Miller; Stoll; Kihnelt ; 
Cabrera ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Key ; Tortonese ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned, one (1): 
Jaczewski. 


12. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 12th January 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)56, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 11 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


13. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 14th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)56. 


14. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Anopheles Meigen, 1818, Syst. Beschr. zweifl. Insekt. 1 : 10 

claviger, Culex, Meigen, 1804, Klassif. zweifl. Insekt. 1(1) : 4 
Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 1953, Riv. Malariol. 32 : 178 
maculipennis, Anopheles, Meigen, 1818, Syst. Beschr. zweifl. Insekt. 1 : 11 
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15. Original References for Family-Group Names : The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion either on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the 
Official Index of names for taxa of the family-group category. 


ANOPHELINA Theobald, 1901 (an Invalid Original Spelling for ANOPHELINAE) 


ANOPHELINAE (correction of ANOPHELINA) Theobald, 1901, Mon. Culic. 1 : 97 


16. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomencla- 
ture in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


17. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Seven (547) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Fourteenth day of May, Nineiser Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME ‘‘ TOXORHYNCHITES ” THEOBALD (CLASS INSECTA, 
ORDER DIPTERA), AS PUBLISHED IN 1901 IN THE “* JOURNAL 
OF TROPICAL MEDICINE ”’ 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the generic name Toxorhynchites 
[Theobald MS.] Howard, as published in June 1901 in the work entitled 
““ Mosquitoes ”’ is hereby suppressed for the purposes both of the Law of 
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1341 :— 


Toxorhynchites Theobald, July 1901, published in Volume 4 of the serial 
entitled Journal of Tropical Medicine, as validated under the Plenary 
Powers in (1) above (gender : masculine) (type species, by monotypy on 
the first occasion on which a nominal species was cited as belonging to 
this genus : Toxorhynchites brevipalpis Theobald, November 1901). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) brevipalpis Theobald, Nov. 1901, as published in the combination 
Toxorhynchites brevipalpis (specific name of type species of Toxorhyn- 
chites Theobald, July 1901) (Name No. 1615) ; 


(b) rutila Coquillett, 1896, as published in the combination Megarhinus rutila 
(Name No. 1616). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1255 :— 


Toxorhynchites [Theobald MS.| Howard, June 1901, as suppressed under 
the Plenary Powers in (1) above. 


(5) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
578 :— 


rutillus Theobald, 1901, as published in the combination Megarhinus rutillus 
(an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for rutila Coquillett, 1896, as published 
in the combination Megarhinus rutila). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 262 :— 


TOXORHYNCHITINAE Theobald, 1905 (type genus : Toxorhynchites Theobald, 
1901). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 24th September 1956 Dr. Alan Stone (U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Agricultural Research Service, Entomology Research Branch, Washington, 
D.C., U.S.A.) addressed a letter to the Office of the Commission with which 
he enclosed the draft of an application proposed to be submitted jointly by 
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himself and Dr. Kenneth L. Knight (Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Depart- 
ment of the Navy, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.), in which the Commission would 
be asked to use its Plenary Powers to validate the generic name Toxorhynchites 
(Class Insecta, Order Diptera) as from the time of its publication by Theobald 
in July 1901 by suppressing the same name as published in a different sense by 
Howard in June of that year. A few minor procedural points were found to 
arise on this case but these were quickly disposed of, with the result that on 
11th January 1957 the above specialists found it possible to submit the following 
definitive application for consideration :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the generic name 
‘*Toxorhynchites’’ Theobald (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), as published 
in 1901 in the ‘* Journal of Tropical Medicine ”’. 


By ALAN STONE 
(Entomology Research Branch, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
DEC. NOScAS) 


and 


KENNETH L. KNIGHT 
(Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Department of the Navy, Washington, 
D.C., U.S.A.) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to secure 
that the generic name Toxorhynchites (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) shall be 
made available for use in its accustomed sense with Toxorhynchites brevipalpis 
Theobald, 1901, as type species. For this purpose the Commission is asked 
to suppress the above generic name as published by Howard in anticipation 
of its publication by Theobald, since, if this generic name were to be recognised 
as from Howard, a most confusing change in the type species of the genus 
would be involved. The relevant facts are set out in the following paragraphs. 


2. The generic name Toxorhynchites first appeared in Mosquitoes by 
L. O. Howard, published by McClure, Phillips and Company, New York, 
1901, pp. 154, 155, 235, and 240. This was copyrighted in June 1901, a copy 
in the Surgeon General’s Library, Washington, D.C. is stamped as having 
been received on 5th July 1901, and it was reviewed in Science on 9th August 
1901. On page 234 Howard wrote, ““ Two other new generic names proposed 
by Mr. Theobald, viz. : Toxorhynchites and Conchyliastes, have been adopted 
and are characterized in the tables. It will be noticed that the characteriza- 
tions are printed with quotation marks, and that they are followed by Mr. 
Theobald’s name in parenthesis. This method of printing will make Mr. 
Theobald responsible for these genera as well as for Stegomyia, in the event 
that this book is issued from the press in advance of his publication’. On 
page 235 the characters in the key leading to Toxorhynchites are given as 
follows : “‘ Palpi in the male at least nearly as long as the proboscis ; in the 
female less than one-half as long; Legs destitute of such [nearly erect] 
scales; ‘Colors, green and bluish, proboscis very strongly curved’ 
(Theobald) ’’. It should be noted that only the characters in the last couplet 
are in quotation marks. On page 240 under Toxorhynchites Howard wrote, 
** These are among the largest of our mosquitoes and closely resemble those 

of the following genus [Megarhinus]. Our single species has all the feet 
marked with white : rutilus Coq.”. The figure of the female of T. rutilus 
on page 154 shows the palpi short. . 
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3. If we accept Toxorhynchites as from “‘ Theobald in Howard ”’, then it 
is a monobasic genus with Megarhinus rutila Coquillett, 1896 (Canad. Ent. 
28 : 44)* as the type species. To accept this would be unfortunate since 
Toxorhynchites has universally been accepted as a genus (or subgenus) in which 
the palpi of the female are only about one-fourth as long as the proboscis, 
whereas in rutilus the palpi are about two-thirds as long as the proboscis. 
Howard apparently had a female of rutilus in which the palpi were incomplete 
and he failed to realize the fact. 


4. The name Toxorhynchites was next published by Theobald on 15th July 
1901 in The Journal of Tropical Medicine, vol. 4, p. 234. Here it was differen- 
tiated from Megarhinus and characterized in a key as, “‘ Proboscis formed for 
suction ; metanotum nude . . . Palpi long in male, shorter in female ; first 
submarginal cell very small; proboscis bent. ... Palpi three-jointed in 
female. ... Scales of the head are all arranged like tiles on a roof, flat ; 
thorax with spindle-shaped and broad scales over the wings ; scutellum with 
broad scales ; caudal tuft present on last few apical abdominal segments. 
. . . female palpi three-jointed and short’’. No species was included by 
name. 


5. Then, in A Monograph of the Culicidae, vol. 1, p. 244, published on 
23rd November 1901, Theobald described the new genus Toxorhynchites based 
on the single species T. brevipalpis n. sp., p. 235. This species has short palpi 
in the female. Under Megarhinus rutillus [sic.] on page 244 Theobald 
wrote :— 


A figure of this species is given by Howard, in his “ Notes on the 
Mosquitoes of the United States” (Bull. 25, New Series, U.S.A. Dept. 
Agriculture, fig. 21, p. 46). In this the palpi are shown very short ; 
probably they are broken off ; if not, it comes in the genus Toxorhynchites. 


[Footnote] Mr. Coquillett writes me that this belongs to Megarhinus, not Toxorhynchites. 


The figure referred to is the same as that published in Howard’s Mosquitoes. 


6. Edwards (1912, Bull. ent. Res. 3 : 3) discussed the use of the name 
Toxorhynchites in Howard, giving reasons for not accepting the name as valid 
in that publication. This conclusion has been accepted ever since then, 
although Edwards was incorrect about the invalidity of the name. 


7. The genus Toxorhynchites Theobald is currently treated as the type 
genus of a family-group taxon within the family CULICIDAE. It is believed 
that the earliest such name is TOXORHYNCHITINAE Theobald, 1905 (in 
Wytsmann, Gen. Ins. 26: 5). 


8. Because the name Toxorhynchites has universally been accepted as having 
as its type species T. brevipalpis Theobald, a species with short palpi in the 
female, and in order to stabilize the name in accordance with present usage, 
we recommend that the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature should :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name Toxorhynchites 
Howard, June 1901 (Mosquitoes) for the purposes both of the Law 
of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy ; 


*Owing to this species having been placed in a genus having a name of masculine gender its 
specific name has rather consistently been spelled rutilus ever since it was first published. 
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(2) place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


Toxorhynchites Theobald, July 1901 (J. trop. Med. 4 : 234), as 
validated under the Plenary Powers in (1) above (gender : 
masculine) (type species, by monotypy : Toxorhynchites brevipalpis 
Theobald, November 1901) ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) brevipalpis Theobald, November 1901, as published in the com- 
bination Toxorhynchites brevipalpis (specific name of type 
species of Toxorhynchites Theobald, July 1901) ; 


(b) rutila Coquillett, 1896, as published in the combination Megarhinus 
rutila ; 


(4) place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


Toxorhynchites Howard, June 1901, as suppressed under the Plenary 
Powers in (1) above ; : 


(5) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


rutillus Theobald, 1901, as published in the combination Megarhinus 
rutillus (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling of rutila Coquillett, 
1896, as published in the combination Megarhinus rutila) ; 


(6) place the under-mentioned family-name on the Official List of Family- 
Group Names in Zoology :— 


TOXORHYNCHITINAE Theobald, 1905 (type genus: Toxorhynchites 
Theobald, 1901). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Alan 
Stone’s preliminary communication in September 1956 the question of the 
possible use of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of preserving the generic 
name Toxorhynchites Theobald, July 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) was 
allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.)1166. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 18th January 1957 and was published on 29th March of the 
same year in Part 4 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Stone (A.) & Knight (E.L.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 128-131). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers for the purpose 
of validating the generic name Toxorhynchites as from Theobald, July 1901, 
was given on 29th March 1957 (a) in Part 4 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of 
Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the application by Dr. Stone and 
Dr. Knight was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition, such Notice was given to four general zoological serials and to 
seven entomological serials in Europe and America. 
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5. Support received from Ernestine B. Thurman: On 7th June 1957 Lt. 
Commander Ernestine B. Thurman (Sanitarian (R)) (Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, Public Health Service, National Institutes of Health, 
Maryland, U.S.A.) addressed to the Office of the Commission the following 
letter of support for the proposals submitted in the present case (Thurman 
(E.B.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 263) :— 


This is to report that I concur with the opinions as stated by Drs. Alan 
Stone and Kenneth L. Knight (Commission Reference Z.N.(S.)1166) dealing 
with the genus Toxorhynchites Theobald, 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera). 


6. No Objection Received : No objection to the present application was 
received from any source. 


Il]. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THEINTERNATIONAL COMMISSION 
ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)57: On 11th October 1957, a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)57) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic 
name Toxorhynchites Theobald, July 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), 
as set out in Points (1) to (6) in paragraph 8 (pp. 130-131) of Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ (i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above 
in the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


8. Two suggestions on questions of drafting received from Members of the 
Commission during the Prescribed Voting Period : During the Prescribed Voting 
Period two suggestions on questions of drafting were received from members 
of the Commission, the first, from Professor J. Chester Bradley (Ithaca, N.Y., 
U.S.A.), the second, from Dr. L. B. Holthuis (Leiden, The Netherlands). The 
point raised by Professor Bradley was that it was not strictly correct to state 
(as the applicants had done) that Toxorhynchites brevipalpis Theobald, 1901, 
was the type species of Toxorhynchites Theobald, 1901, by monotypy, for, 
when that generic name was first published by Theobald in July 1901, no 
nominal species was cited as belonging to the genus so named. It was not 
until November 1901 that a nominal species was first cited under the generic 
name Toxorhynchites ; the new nominal species Toxorhynchites brevipalpis 
Theobald being then so cited. As that was the sole such species then cited, it 
ranked under a decision by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4: 160, 346) as the sole originally 
included species. It was in this special sense only that the above species was 
the type species of Toxorhynchites Theobald. The point raised by Dr. Holthuis 
was concerned with the method to be adopted in citing the name Toxorhynchites 
as published by Howard in June 1901 ; it seemed reasonable that some word or 
words should be inserted to make it clear that Howard did not look upon 
himself as publishing a new name but considered himself rather as employing 
a name of Theobald’s. As regards Professor Bradley’s point it was arranged 
that in the Ruling to be given in the present case the statement that Toxorhynchites 
brevipalpis Theobald was the type species of the genus Toxorhynchites Theobald 
by monotypy should be qualified by words making it clear that it was type 
species by monotypy only under the Paris Congress’s Rule referred to above; 
as regards Dr. Holthuis’ point, it was arranged that words should be inserted 
to make it clear that when in June 1901 the above name was published by 
Howard it was already a manuscript name of Theobald’s. 
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9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As Voting Paper V.P.(57)57 was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 11th 
January 1958. 


10. Particulars of the Voting Paper V.P.(57)57 : At the close of the Prescribed 
Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)57 was as 
follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-three (23) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Vokes ; Bonnet ; Mayr ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Riley ; do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering ; Prantl ; Esaki ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma ; Hemming ; 
Mertens ; Hanké; Miller; Stoll; Kiihnelt ; Cabrera; Sylvester- 
Bradley ; Tortonese ; Key ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned, two (2) : 
Dymond ; Jaczewski. 


11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 12th January 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for 
the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)57, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 10 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion’: On 14th 
May 1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were 
in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)57. 


13. Original References for Generic and Specific Names. The following — 
are the original reference for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


brevipalpis, Toxorhynchites, Theobald, Nov. 1901, Mon. Culic. 1 : 235 
rutila, Megarhinus, Coquillett, 1896, Canad. Ent. 28 : 44 
rutillus, Megarhinus, Theobald, Nov. 1901, Mon. Culic. 1 : 244 


Toxorhynchites [Theobald MS.] Howard, June 1901, Mosquitoes: 154, 155, 
235, 240 


Toxorhynchites Theobald, July 1901, J. trop. Med. 4 : 234 


14. Original Reference for a Family-Group Name. The following is the 
original reference for the family-group name placed on the Official List of 
names of taxa of the family-group category by the Ruling given in the present 
Opinion :— 


TOXORHYNCHITINAE Theobald, 1905, in Wytsmann, Gen. Ins. 26 : 5 
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15. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


16. ‘° Opinion ’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Eight (548) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Fourteenth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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INTERPRETATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE 
‘NOMINAL SPECIES “BULLA TRUNCATULA”’? BRUGUIERE, [1792], 
AND VALIDATION UNDER THE SAME POWERS OF THE 
SPECIFIC NAME ‘‘ UMBILICATA”’? MONTAGU, 1803, AS 
PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION ‘‘ BULLA 
UMBILICATA” (CLASS GASTROPODA) 


RULING :—(1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) It is hereby directed that the nominal species Bulla truncatula Bruguiére, 
[1792], be interpreted by reference to the specimen upon which Adams 
(J.) in 1800 based the nominal species Bulla truncata ; 


(b) The specific name umbilicata Réding, 1798, as published in the com- 
bination Bulla umbilicata, is hereby suppressed for the purposes both 
of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], as published in the combination Bulla 
truncatula and as interpreted under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above 
(Name No. 1617) ; 


(b) umbilicata Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination Bulla umbilicata, 
as validated under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above (Name No. 1618). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) truncata Adams (J.), 1800, as published in the combination Bulla truncata 
(a junior homonym of truncata Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], as published in 
the combination Bulla truncata, and in addition under the Ruling 
given under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above a junior objective 
synonym of truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], as published in the combina- 
tion Bulla truncatula) (Name No. 579) ; 


(b) retusa Maton & Rackett, 1807, as published in the combination Bulla 
retusa (a junior objective synonym of truncata Adams (J.), 1800, as 
published in the combination Bulla truncata, and thus under the Ruling 
given under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above, a junior objective 
synonym of truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], as published in the combina- 
tion Bulla truncatula) (Name No. 580) ; 


(c) umbilicata R6éding, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla umbilicata, 
as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above (Name No. 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


In March 1949, Dr. Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, 
Copenhagen) addressed to the Office of the Commission a preliminary com- 
munication as to the possible use by the Commission of its Plenary Powers 
for the purpose of providing for the nominal species Bulla truncatula Bruguiére, 
[1792], to be interpreted in the manner customarily adopted for the past 
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century. In the same paper Dr. Lemche raised the question of finding means 
for validating the well-established specific name umbilicata Montagu, 1803, as 
published in the combination Bulla umbilicata, a name which was at present 
invalid as a junior homonym of the long-neglected and virtually unknown name 
umbilicata Roding, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla umbilicata. 
At that time a considerable amount of further work was required to be done on 
this case before it would be possible to draw up a formal application in regard to 
it for submission to the Commission. For this and other reasons a long 
period elapsed before any substantial progress could be made in this case. 
Towards the end of 1956, however, a draft had been prepared which dealt with 
all the issues involved and complied also with the procedural requirements of 
the work of the Commission. There still remained, nevertheless, certain minor 
matters—mainly of a bibliographical character—which required clarification 
before it would be possible to place the application before the Commission. 
These outstanding matters were, however, quickly disposed of, and on 15th 
January 1957, Dr. Lemche submitted the following application to the 
Commission :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers (a) to stabilise the interpretation of the 
nominal species ‘‘ Bulla truncatula ’’ Bruguiére, [1792], and (b) to validate 
the specific name ‘‘ umbilicata’’ Montagu, 1803, as published 
in the combination ‘‘ Bulla umbilicata ’’ (Class Gastropoda) 


By HENNING LEMCHE 


(Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers (a) to remove 
existing doubts as to the interpretation of the nominal species Bulla truncatula 
Bruguiére, [1792], and (b) to validate the specific name umbilicata Montagu, 
1803, as published in the combination Bulla umbilicata (Class Gastropoda). 
The problems involved are essentially distinct, but the two cases are here 
submitted jointly because (as will be seen) the first of these names has been 
applied by a few authors to the second of the two species concerned instead. 
of to the first, the species to which that name has been applied by the great 
majority of workers. Thetwospecies concerned are referred to as Species “A” 
and Species ““ B”’ respectively in the following paragraphs. 


Species °‘A”’ 


2. Up to the year 1867 Species “A” was known by the specific name 
truncata Adams, 1800 (Bulla truncata Adams (J.), 1800, Trans. linn. Soc. 
Lond. 5:1). In that year, however, Jeffreys (1867, Brit. Conch. 4 : 423) 
pointed out that the name Bulla truncata Adams, 1800, was invalid by reason 
of being a junior homonym of Bulla truncata Gmelin (J.F.), [1791] (im Linnaeus, 
Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(6) : 3434). At the same time Jeffreys pointed out that 
the oldest available name for this species was Bulla truncatula Bruguiere, 
[1792] (Ency. méth. (Vers) 1 : 377). Since the publication of Jeffreys’s paper 
over ninety years ago the name truncatula Bruguiere has come into almost 
universal use, having been applied to Species ““A”’ by the great majority of 
workers. In an analysis published in 1948 (Danske Vidensk Slsk. biol. Skr. 
5 (No. 3) : 83-84) I showed that of the 80 authors who had dealt with this 
common European species from localities in the Atlantic Ocean north of 
Latitude 40° N. since the publication of Jeffreys’s paper 65 (81 per cent.) had 
applied the name truncatula Bruguiere to it, while of the remaining 15 authors, 
ten continued to use the name truncata Adams. 
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3. Reference must be made here to two other early names which either 
apply to, or are alleged to apply to, Species “A’’. These names are the 
following :— 

(a) In 1804 the nominal species Bulla jeverensis was established by Schréter 
(Archiv. Zool. (Wiedemann) 4(1) : 16). The species so named is 
either Bulla truncatula Bruguiére (as currently interpreted) or Bulla 
obtusa Montagu, 1807. Menke (1830, Syn. méth. Moll. Gen. Spec. 
(ed. 2) : 13) identified this nominal species with truncata Adams 
(i.e. with truncatula Bruguiére) and in this he was followed many 
years later by Marshall (1912, J. Conch. 13 : 330). The specific name 
Jeverensis Schréter has been used only once for the area of the North 
Atlantic, namely by Paetel (1888, Syst. Aufzahl. sémmt. Conch. 
Sammlung Paetel (ed. 4) 1) where he cited it (: 622) (in combination 
with the generic name Cylichna) side by side with the name truncatula 
Bruguiére which he cited (: 634) (in combination with the generic 
name Utriculus). No figure was given by Schroter for his nominal 
species Bulla jeverensis and a final identification of the taxon so 
named is impossible., The only present importance of this name 
resides in the fact that it would be a constant threat to stability if it 
were to be decided to adopt some later name for Species “A”’. 


(b) The other name which requires to be considered is Bulla retusa Maton & 
Rackett, 1807 (Trans. linn. Soc. Lond. 8 : 128). This name, which 
was published as a replacement name for the invalid homonym Bulla 
truncata Adams, 1800 (see paragraph 2 above), is the oldest available 
name which can with full certainty be applied to Species “A”. It 
was used in this sense by a number of early authors (Turton, 1807, 
1819 ; Davies, 1812 ; Dillwyn, 1817 ; Wood, 1818 (as Bulla retusa); 
Brown, 1827 (as Volvaria retusa). Quite recently an attempt was 
made to reintroduce the specific name retusa Maton & Rackett by 
Winckworth (1932), who was followed by Fischer (1935) (as 
Retusa retusa). 


4. The specific name retusa Maton & Rackett was reintroduced by 
Winckworth in a checklist of the British Marine Mollusca (1935, J. Conch. 
19 : 231). He was unable on that occasion on grounds of space to explain 
why he considered this change necessary. Later, however, he kindly furnished 
me (in litt.) with the following explanation : “ Bruguiére’s description [of his 
truncatula| is detailed and suggests R. umbilicata rather than R. retusa. This 
is borne out by the reference to Plancus’s figure, which is an excellent portrait 
of R. nitidula {now recognised as a variety of umbilicata] but would not be 
quoted in connexion with R. retusa. Bruguiére quotes Plancus’s locality, but 
his own specimens were fossils from Courtagnon”. In taking this view 
Winckworth adopted the same argument as had been advanced many years 
earlier by Morch (1872, Vid. Medd. naturh. Foren. Kjob. f. 1871 : 176) who 
had written as follows : “‘ Bruguiére in his description mentions neither the 
deep spire nor the characteristic longitudinal furrows on the hindmost part of 
the shell. The references to Plancus and Solani are to two quite different 
species. As supposed also by Philippi, Bulla umbilicata is more probably the 
species of Bruguiére”’ [translation by the present author]. A renewed 
examination by myself (Lemche, 1948 : 56) inclined me, however, to the view 
that on balance it was likely that B. truncatula Bruguiére was the same species 
as that which later was given the name B. retusa by Maton & Rackett. 


5. It would clearly be most undesirable that doubts should be allowed to 
continue as to the specific name properly applicable to so common and well- 
known a species as Species “A”. It is necessary therefore to consider how 
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best this can be avoided. One solution may be entirely ruled out, namely the 
adoption of the specific name truncatula Bruguiere for the species later named 
Bulla umbilicata by Montagu [=Species “ B’” discussed in paragraph 7 
below], for such an arrangement would have the double disadvantage (a) of 
depriving Species ““A’’ of the name by which it has been known by almost all 
authors for the last ninety years, and (b) of depriving Species “ B” of the 
name umbilicata Montagu which has been used for it for more than a century 
and a half and in addition of applying to that species a name which (as 
explained above) has for so long been applied to Species “A’’. A second 
course would be for the Commission to use its Plenary Powers to suppress 
the specific name truncatula Bruguiére for the purpose of paving the way for 
the adoption of the specific name retusa Maton & Rackett, 1807. Such a 
solution would require also the suppression by the Commission under its 
Plenary Powers of the specific name jeverensis Schroéter, 1804, which has 
priority over retusa Maton & Rackett and (as explained in paragraph 3(a) 
above) has also been identified—though doubtfully—with Species “A”. 
Quite apart from this consideration, I am opposed to such a solution because 
it would deprive Species “‘A’”’ quite unnecessarily of the specific name 
truncatula Bruguiere which it has borne for so many years and would thus 
involve an unwarranted break in the continuity of the nomenclature of this 


group. 


6. While, as I have explained (paragraph 4 above) I am of the opinion 
that the nominal species Bulla truncatula Bruguiére can properly be interpreted 
as representing Species “A’’, I agree that Bruguiére’s description is unsatis- 
factory and may contain elements referring to other species. I have considered 
whether this difficulty could be overcome by the selection of a lectotype for 
Bruguiere’s species or by the selection of some specified portion of his 
description to represent the lectotype, but I am of the opinion that this course 
is not feasible. I have reached the conclusion therefore that it would only be 
possible for the above name to be unquestionably linked with Species “A” 
by the Commission, acting under its Plenary Powers, either to approve a 
neotype for this species or to direct that Bruguiére’s nominal species be 
interpreted by reference to some later published description which refers 
beyond doubt to Species ““A’”’. Of these courses the latter seems to me the 
most convenient in the present case. I therefore recommend that, in order 
to provide a sure basis for the long established and, in my view, correct use 
of the specific name truncatula Bruguiére for Species “A”, the Commission 
should use its Plenary Powers to direct that the nominal species Bulla truncatula 
Bruguiére, [1792], be interpreted by reference to the specimen on which was 
based the later nominal species Bulla truncata Adams, 1800. Such a solution 
will in addition remove the threat to the name currently applied to Species 
‘““B” represented by the name truncatula Bruguiére from the standpoint of 
any author who may share Winckworth’s view that that name applies to, 
and is the oldest available name for, Species “ B ”’. 


Species “‘B”’ 


7. The oldest name certainly applicable to Species ““B” and the name 
which for the past century and a half has been used for that species is Bulla 
umbilicata Montagu, 1803 (Testacea brit.1 : 222), Iredale (1915, Proc. malac. 
Soc. Lond. 11 : 340) pointed out, however, that the above name is invalid as a 
junior homonym of Bulla umbilicata R6ding, 1798 (Mus. Bolten. : 15). The 
taxon so name by RGding is a true Bulla, but the name umbilicata Roding 
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is not required and has never been used by any subsequent author. If as the 
result of the foregoing circumstances it were necessary to abandon the name 
umbilicata Montagu, the species so long known by that name would need to 
assume the little-known name Volvaria subcylindrica Brown, 1827 (Ill. rec. 
Conch. : pl. 38). It would, however, be intolerable that a long neglected name 
such as umbilicata R6ding—especially one which was published in a work 
which was not declared to be available for nomenclatorial purposes until as 
recently as 1926 on the publication of the Commission’s Opinion 96—should 
be allowed to overturn the consistent usage of a hundred and fifty years by 
relegating to synonymy the well-known name umbilicata Montagu, 1803. 
It would clearly be in harmony with the principle of stability so emphatically 
laid down by the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology at Copenhagen 
in 1953 that the name umbilicata Roding, 1798, should be suppressed by the 
Commission under its Plenary Powers and I accordingly recommend that 
this should be done. 


Recommendations 


8. In the light of the considerations set out in the present application 
I ask the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers :— 


(a) to give a Ruling that the nominal species Bulla truncatula 
Bruguiere, [1792], be interpreted by reference to the specimen 
upon which Adams (J.) in 1800 based the nominal species 
Bulla truncata ; 


(b) to suppress the specific name wmbilicata Réding, 1798, as 
published in the combination Bulla umbilicata, for the purposes 
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], as published in the combination 
Bulla truncatula, and as interpreted under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(a) above ; 

(b) umbilicata Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination 
Bulla umbilicata, as validated under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b) above ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) truncata Adams (J.), 1800, as published in the combination Bulla 
truncata (a junior homonym of truncata Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], 
as published in the combination Bulla truncaia and, under the 
Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above, a junior objective synonym of 
truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], as published in the combination 
Bulla truncatula) ; 


(b) retusa Maton & Rackett, 1807, as published in the combination 
Bulla retusa (a junior objective synonym of truncata Adams 
(J.), 1800, as published in the combination Bulla truncata, 
and therefore, under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above, a 
junior objective synonym of truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], as 
published in the combination Bulla truncatula) ; 
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(c) umbilicata Réding, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla 
umbilicata, as proposed in (1)(b) above to be suppressed under 
the Plenary Powers. 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt in 1949 of Dr. 
Henning Lemche’s preliminary communication in regard to the name 
truncatula Bruguiére, [1792] (Bulla) and associated names, the problems so 
involved were allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.)381. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 28th January 1957 and was published on 29th March of the 
same year in Part 4 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Lemche, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 132-136). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers for the purpose 
both of providing a firm basis for the interpretation of the nominal species 
Bulla truncatula Bruguiére and of securing that the name Bulla umbilicata 
Montagu, 1803, should be the oldest available name for the species concerned 
was given on 29th March 1957 (a) in Part 4 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of 
Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Lemche’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications and to 
one specialist serial publication. 


5. Support received from Joshua L. Baily, Jr. : On 10th September 1957 the 
following note of support was received in the Office of the Commission from 
Dr. Joshua L. Baily, Jr. (San Diego, California, U.S.A.) :— 


If not too late, I would like to support the application of Dr. Henning 
Lemche (reference Z.N.(S.)381) for the validation of Bulla truncatula 
Bruguiére and Bulla umbilicata Montagu by the suppression of Bulla truncata 
Adams, Bulla retusa Maton & Rackett, 1807, and Bulla umbilicata Réding. 


6. No Objection Received : No objection to the present application was 
received from any source. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)58 : On 11th October 1957 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(57)58) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the specific name 
truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], and umbilicata Montagu, 1803, both published 
in combination with the generic name Bulla (Class Gastropoda), as set out in 
Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 8 on pages 135-136 in Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ (i.e. in the paragraph numbered as above in the 
paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
11th January 1958. 
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9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)58 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)58 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-five (25) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Vokes ; Bonnet ; Mayr ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Riley ; do Amaral ; 
Lemche ; Hering ; Dymond ; Prantl; Esaki; Bodenheimer; Boschma ; 
Hemming; Mertens; Hanké; Miller; Stoll; Kiihnelt ; Cabrera ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Jaczewski ; Tortonese ; Key ; 

(b) Negative Votes : 

None ; 

(c) Voting Papers not returned : 

None. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 12th January 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)58, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ”’ : On 15th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)58. 


12. Original References for Specific Names : The following are the original 
references for the specific names placed on the Official List or, as the case may be, 
on the Official Index of names of the species category by the Ruling given in the 
present Opinion :— 
retusa, Bulla, Maton & Rackett, 1807, Trans. linn. Soc. Lond. 8 : 128 
truncata, Bulla, Adams (J.), 1800, Trans. linn. Soc. Lond. 5:1 
truncatula, Bulla, Bruguiére, [1792], Ency. méth. (Vers) 1 : 377 
umbilicata, Bulla, Roding, 1798, Mus. Bolten. : 15 
umbilicata, Bulla, Montagu, 1803, Test. brit. 1 : 222 


13. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
undersigned Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


14. ‘‘ Opinion ’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Forty-Nine (549) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Fifteenth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 
FRANCIS HEMMING 
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1953 
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October 1954) 
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Professor Dr. Wilhelm KUHNELT (Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Vienna, Austria) (6th Novy- 
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Professor Ernst MAyR (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954) 
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME ‘“ TAENIORHYNCHUS ” LYNCH-ARRIBALZAGA, 1891, 
FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROTECTING THE GENERIC NAME 
** MANSONIA”’? BLANCHARD, 1901 (CLASS INSECTA, 
ORDER DIPTERA) AND MATTERS RELATING TO 
OTHER NAMES IN THE SAME CLASS AND IN 
THE CLASS AVES INCIDENTAL THERETO 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the generic name Taeniorhynchus 
Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), is hereby suppressed 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 (gender : feminine) (type species, by selection 
by Neveu-Lemaire (1902) : Culex titillans Walker, 1848) (Class Insecta, 
Order Diptera) (Name No. 1342) ; 


(b) Boissonneaua Reichenbach, [March 1854] (gender: feminine) (type 
species, by monotypy: Trochilus flavescens Loddiges, 1832) (Class 
Aves) (Name No. 1343). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) titillans Walker, 1848, as published in the combination Culex titillans 
(specific name of type species of Mansonia Blanchard, 1901) (Class 
Insecta, Order Diptera) (Name No. 1619) ; 


(b) taeniorhynchus Wiedemann, 1821, as published in the combination Culex 
taeniorhynchus (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) (Name No. 1620) ; 


(c) flavescens Loddiges, 1832, as published in the combination Trochilus 
flavescens (specific name of type species of Boissonneaua Reichenbach, 
[March 1854]) (Class Aves) (Name No. 1621). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 

(a) Taeniorhynchus Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891, as suppressed under the Plenary 

Powers in (1) above (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) (Name No. 1256) ; 


(b) Panoplites Gould, [October 1854] (a junior objective synonym of Boisson- 
neaua Reichenbach, {March 1854]) (Class Aves) (Name No. 1257) ; 


(c) Panoplites Blanchard, 1901 (a junior homonym of Panoplites Gould, 
[1854]) (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) (Name No. 1258) ; 


(d) Panoplites Reichensperger, 1923 (a junior homonym of Panoplites Gould, 
[1854]) (Class Insecta, Order Coleoptera) (Name No. 1259) ; 
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(e) Boissonneauana Giebel, 1877 (an Invalid Emendation of Boissonneaua 
Reichenbach, [March 1854]) (Class Aves) (Name No. 1260) ; 


(f) Boissonneauxia Simon, 1897 (an Invalid Emendation of Boissonneaua 
Reichenbach, [March 1854]) (Class Aves) (Name No. 1261). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 20th December 1956, Dr. Alan Stone (U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Agricultural Research Service, Entomology Research Branch, Washington, D.C., 
U.S.A.) addressed a letter to the Office of the Commission with which he 
enclosed the draft of an application proposed to be submitted jointly by himself 
and Dr. Kenneth L. Knight (Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Department of 
the Navy, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.), in which the Commission would be asked 
to use its Plenary Powers to protect the well-known generic name Mansonia 
Blanchard, 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera). A few points of a procedural 
character were found to arise in this case but these were quickly disposed of, 
with the result that by 30th January 1957 all matters relating to the entomological 
problem involved had been cleared up and on that day the following application 
was submitted to the Commission jointly by Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight :- 


Proposed suppression under the Plenary Powers of the generic name 
‘© Taeniorhynchus ’? Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891, and proposed 
addition to the ‘‘ Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology’ of the generic name ‘‘ Mansonia ”’ 
Blanchard, 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) 


By ALAN STONE 
(Entomology Research Branch, U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


and 


KENNETH L. KNIGHT 
(Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Department of the Navy, 
Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to 
suppress the generic name Taeniorhynchus Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891 (Class 
Insecta, Order Diptera). This is considered necessary because the genus so 
named is widely regarded as having been based upon a misidentified type 
species, the species concerned being the type species of the widely recognised 
genus Mansonia Blanchard, 1901. The relevant facts are set out in the 
following paragraphs. 


2. Lynch-Arribalzaga described the genus Taeniorhynchus in 1891 (Rev. 
Mus. La Plata 1 : 374, and 2 : 143), including in it Culex taeniorhynchus 
Wiedemann, T. confinnis [sic] n. sp., and T. fasciolatus n. sp. The first of 
these is currently placed in the genus Aedes, the second in the genus 
Psorophora, and the third in the genus Mansonia (or Taeniorhynchus of 
authors). While Lynch did not designate a type species, by tautonymy it is 
automatically taeniorhynchus Wiedemann or a species so determined. It is 
widely accepted that Lynch identified specimens of Culex titillans Walker as 
Culex taeniorhynchus Wiedemann, and that the generic name Taeniorhynchus 
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belongs to fitillans and its relatives. Many have accepted Culex titillans 
Walker, 1848 (List Dipt. Brit. Mus. (1) : 5) as the type species of the genus 
while others adhered strictly to Culex taeniorhynchus Wiedemann, 1821 
(Dipt. exot. : 43). 


3. The generic name Mansonia was proposed by Blanchard in 1901 
(C.R. Soc. Biol., Paris 53 : 1046) as a replacement name for Panoplites 
Blanchard, 1901 (J. trop. Med. Hyg. 4 : 235 ; id., 1901, Mon. Culic. 2 : 173) 
which is invalid as a junior homonym of Panoplites Gould, [1854] (Mon. 
Trochilidae 2: pl. 110, 112) in the Class Aves. Culex titillans Walker, 
C. annulipes Walker, and five new species were originally included in Panoplites. 
Taeniorhynchus taeniorhynchus Lynch was given as a synonym of Panoplites 
titillans (Walker). Neveu-Lemaire (1902, Mém. Soc. zool. France 15 : 214) 
designated ‘‘ Mansonia titillans (Walker) ”’ as type. 


4. There are, then, the genera Taeniorhynchus Lynch based on Culex 
taeniorhynchus Wiedemann or Culex taeniorhynchus Wiedemann of Lynch, 
the latter synonymous with Culex titillans Walker, and Mansonia, based upon 
Culex titillans Walker. The usage has been mixed and we present in an 
Annexe a table to show the usage of the names in the sense of fitillans and its 
relatives since 1891. We do not claim this to include all the references to the 
names in the literature, but we do claim it to be a large and objective sample. 
We give only the authors for each year that used the names in the sense of the 
broad genus that now includes titillans, and do not attempt to show the number 
of times in any one year that any author used it. It should be noted that for a 
period Theobald used Taeniorhynchus based on fasciolatus which is in the 
subgenus Rhynchotaenia of “* Mansonia” and that Edwards shifted from one 
name to the other on the erroneous belief that Taeniorhynchus was preoccupied 
by Taeniarhynchus. The name Taeniorhynchus has also been used to apply 
to a group of Aedes (see paragraph 5 below) and a number of species of the 
genus Culex were placed in the genus also. A few species of Orthopodomyia 
were also placed in Mansonia first. None of these erroneous placements is 
included in the list given in the Annexe. 


5. As mentioned in paragraph 4, certain authors have used the name 
Taeniorhynchus to apply strictly to Culex taeniorhynchus Wiedemann and 
its relatives, and if most mosquito workers did not consider this to fall into 
the subgenus Ochlerotatus of Aedes as a synonym, the usage would un- 
doubtedly be more common. Some authors who have used the name in 
pisesense are, Dyar, 1918, 1920, 1921; 1922, 1923, 1925; Hearle, 1926; 
Dyar, 1928 ; Kumm, 1931; Shannon, 1931 ; Aguilar, 1931; Ross, 1947. 
The name Culicelsa Felt, 1904, is also based on Culex taeniorhynchus Wiede- 
mann and is therefore available if this taxon needs to be named. 


6. So far as we are aware, neither the generic name Taeniorhynchus Lynch- 
Arsribalzaga, 1891, nor the name Mansonia Blanchard, 1901, has been taken as 
the base for a family-group name. Accordingly, no problem under this head 
arises in connection with the present case. 


7. Because the name Taeniorhynchus Lynch-Arribalzaga is considered to be 
based upon a misidentified species and has been applied to two different taxa 
depending upon the principle followed in dealing with such names, and since 
the name Mansonia Blanchard has been used wholly for one currently 
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recognized genus, with the exception of a few early, misplaced species, we 
request the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name Taeniorhynchus 
Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891, for the purposes of the Law of Priority 
but not for those of the Law of Homonymy ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 (gender: feminine) (type species, by 


selection by Neveu-Lemaire (1902): Culex titillans Walker, 
1848) ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 
(a) titillans Walker, 1848, as published in the combination Culex 
titillans (specific name of type species of Mansonia Blanchard, 
1901) ; 


(b) taeniorhynchus Wiedemann, 1821, as published in the combination 
Culex taeniorhynchus ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 

Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 

(a) Taeniorhynchus Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891, as suppressed under the 
Plenary Powers in (1) above ; 

(b) Panoplites Blanchard, 1901 (a junior homonym of Panoplites 
Gould, [1854]) ; 

(c) Panoplites Reichensperger, 1923 (Mitt. schweiz. ent. Ges. 13 : 321) 
(a junior homonym of Panoplites Gould, [1854}). 


ANNEXE 


Particulars of authors using the generic names ‘‘ Taeniorhynchus ”’ 
Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891, and ‘‘ Mansonia ’’ Blanchard, 1901, 
respectively in the sense of ‘* Culex titillans ’’ Walker, 1848, 
and Relatives 


Year Taeniorhynchus Mansonia 

1891 Lynch Arribalzaga 

1901 Theobald Blanchard 

1902 Giles; Kertész; Neveu-Lemaire | Neveu-Lemaire 

1903 Becker; Neveu-Lemaire ; Laveran ; Ludlow ; 

Theobald Theobald 

1904 Bourroul; Coquillett ; Felt ; Bourroul ; Theobald 
Giles ; Theobald 

1905 Aldrich; Blanchard ; Dyar ; Aldrich ; Blanchard ; Goeldi ; 
Felt ; Goeldi ; Theobald Gruenberg ; Theobald 

1906 Aiken and Rowland ; Aiken and Rowland ; De 
Coquillett ; Dyar and Knab ; Meijere ; Neveu-Lemaire ; 
Neveu-Lemaire Theobald 

1907. Autran; Chagas; Dyar and Autran 


Knab ; Mitchell 


1908 


1909 
1910 


1911 


1912 


1913 
1914 
1915 
1916 
1917 
1918 
1919 
1920 


1921 


1922 


1923 


1924 


1925 


1926 


1927 


1928 


1929 


1930 
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Bancroft ; Peryassu ; Theobald ; 


Wiiliston 


Ludlow 
Theobald 


Edwards ; Theobald 


Edwards ; Surcouf and 
Gonzalez-Rincones 


Carter ; Edwards ; Theobald 
Brunetti ; Taylor 

Edwards 

Brethes 

Edwards 


Brunetti ; Edwards ; Séguy ; 
Wesenburg-Lund 


Dyar ; Edwards 


Edwards ; Macfie and Ingram ; 
Peryassu 


Bonne-Wepster and Bonne ; 
Séguy 


Edwards 


Bonne-Wepster and Bonne ; 
Johnson ; Petrocchi; Séguy 


Edwards 


Barraud ; Brug ; Buxton ; 
Johnson ; Schingarew ; 
Stackelberg 


Barraud and Covell ; Edwards 
and Givens ; Leonard; Lutz 


Matheson 


Bequaert ; Bonne-Wepster ; 
Borel ; Lima ; Schwetz 


191 


Bancroft ; Banks ; Dyar and 
Knab ; Leicester ; 
Peryasst ; Theobald ; 
Williston 


Knab ; Pazos 


Dyar and Knab ; Newstead 
and Thomas ; Theobald ; 
Thibault 


Theobald 


Bréthes ; Surcouf and 
Gonzalez-Rincones 


Howard ; Dyar and Knab 
Brunetti ; Ludlow ; Pazos 
Howard ; Dyar and Knab 
Dyar and Knab ; Howard 
Howard ; Dyar and Knab 
Dunn ; Dyar 

Dyar ; Edwards 

Dyar ; Martini 


Bonne-Wepster and Bonne ; 
Dyar 


Dyar ; Matheson and Shannon 
Dyar 


Comstock ; Dyar and Shannon ; 
Nufiez-Tovar 


Dyar ; Dyar and Shannon ; 
Edwards 


Bequaert 


Mackerras 


Bedford ; Connal ; Dyar ; 
Edwards ; Lutz; Shannon 
and Del Ponte 


Hegner ; Root and Augustine ; 
Lima 
Chandler ; Edwards ; 


Martini ; Matheson ; Pinto ; 
Shute 


192 
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1932 


1933 


1934 


1935 


1936 


1937 


1938 
1939 


1940 


1941 
1942 
1943 


1944 


1945 
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Braga ; Curran ; Galliard ; Lima 
Bonne-Wepster ; Pinto 


Shute 


Townsend 


Lima 
Edwards ; Hopkins 


Owen ; Séguy 


Brimley ; Carbonell ; Marshall 


Edwards ; Oldroyd and Smart ; 
Graham ; Herms 


Netto 


Edwards 
Oliveira 


Cerqueira ; Colas-Belcour ; Parr ; 
Rebelo and Carvalho ; Taylor 
Barreto and Coutinho ; Callot 
and Van Ty ; Cambournac ; 
McClintock ; Taylor ; 
Van Emden 


Gillett 


Aguilar ; Edwards ; Headlee ; 
Kumm ; Martini; Prado ; 
Shannon 


Brues and Melander ; 
Edwards ; Gerry ; Kerr ; 
Matheson ; Riley 


Barraud ; Davis ; Iyengar ; 
Kerr 


Barraud ; Cory et al. ; Curran ; 
Edwards and James ; Lane ; 
Liand Wu; Mail; 
Matheson ; Peus ; 
Rodenwaldt ; Shannon ; 
Taylor 


Evans and Walker ; Li and 
Wu; Martini; Pandazis 


Enderlein ; Galliard ; 
Montschadsky ; Wolcott 


Bonne-Wepster ; Bonne- 
Wepster and Bonne ; Bonne- 
Wepster and Brug ; Lane 
and Antunes ; Senevet ; 
Stackelberg ; Tulloch 


Carbonell ; Feng 


Bonne-Wepster ; Bonne- 
Wepster and Brug ; 
Galliard ; Herms ; King ; 
Bradley and McNeel ; Lane ; 
Senevet and Abonnenc ; 
Tulloch 


Kumm ; Komp and Ruiz; 
Lane and Coutinho ; 
Menon ; Pandazis ; Vargas 


Anduze ; Carpenter ; Reeves 


King ; Bradley and McNeel ; 
Rozeboom 


Freeborn and Brookman ; 
Marcuzzi; Paine ; Williams 


Amos; Bohls ; Dickinson ; 
Farner ; Floch and 
Abonnenc; Knight ; 
Knight, Bohart and 
Bohart ; Matheson; Rees ; 
Tate and Gates ; Tokunaga 


Baisas ; Bohart ; 
Chamberlain and Duffy ; 
Dodge ; Floch and 
Abonnenc ; Headlee ; 
Matheson 


OPINION 550 193 


1946 Frey; Gillett; Pereira Bohart ; Bohart and Ingram ; 
Carpenter ; Middlekauff 
and Chamberlain ; Hsiao 
and Bohart ; Perry ; Pratt ; 


Proctor 
1947 Lewis; Mullin-Diaz Amos; Reid; Ross 
1948 Natvig; Smart; Wolfs Bonne-Wepster ; Hill and Hill ; 


Knight and Chamberlain ; 
Lu and Chang ; Perez, V. ; 


Wolcott 
1949 = Gillett Hewitt ; Kano and Hayashi ; 
Penn ; Perry; Young 
1950 Carter; Mattingly Eads ; Hennig; La Casse 


and Yamaguti; Kano and 
Hayashi; Rempel; Séguy 


1951 Colyerand Hammond; Doucet; Darsie ; Freeborn and Bohart ; 
Haddow ; Wolfs Lane ; Mihalyi ; Sods and 
Sztankay ; Monchadsky ; 
Reid and Wilson ; Shogaki ; 
Yamaguti and La Casse 


1952 Castro and Bressanello ; Carpenter ; Hagmann ; 
Hopkins Jayewickreme and Niles ; 
Yamaguti 
1953. Wanson Bargren ; Brower ; Brown ; 


Hagmann ; Lane; Pratt ; 
Rempel; Stage ; Gjullin 


and Yates 
1954 Aitken; Asanuma and Bidlingmayer ; Bohart ; 
Nakagawa ; Bonne-Wepster ; Floch and Fauran ; Mackie ; 
De Meillon Hunter and Worth ; 
Piekarski; Roy and Brown 
1955 Muspratt; Smith; Van Carpenter and La Casse ; 
Someren ; Teesdale and Horsfall ; Séguy 


Furlong 
1956 Haddow 


2. Ornithological repercussions of the application submitted in the present 
case : In the course of the preliminary examination of the entomological case 
submitted by Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight it came to notice that the name Mansonia 
Blanchard which it was the object of Drs. Stone and Knight to protect had 
originally been published as a nom. nov. pro a name Panoplites previously 
proposed by the same author but later found by him to be invalid as a junior 
homonym of an identical name previously introduced by Gould as the name for 
a genus of birds. Under the standing rules of the Commission’s procedure 
it thereupon became necessary to ask for the addition of the name Panoplites 
Blanchard to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology and in addition, under the “‘ Completeness-of-Opinions ’’ Rule to 
investigate the status of the name Panoplites Gould in the Class Aves and to 
formulate proposals for the addition of that and other names involved to the 
appropriate Official Lists or Official Indexes. The bibliographical and other 
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problems involved were investigated in the Office of the Commission, and in 
addition valuable confirmatory information was provided by Dr. Stone. On 
the question of the procedure to be adopted for laying before the Commission 
the data so collected Dr. Stone felt that it would be out of place from the 
standpoint of Dr. Knight and himself to deal with these consequential problems 
of ornithological nomenclature in their own application to the Commission, 
the purpose of that paper being solely to secure the elucidation of a problem 
of entomological nomenclature. It was accordingly arranged between the 
Secretary and the applicants that the ornithological issues involved should be 
dealt with in a separate paper to be prepared by the Secretary and to be published 
simultaneously with the entomological paper submitted by Dr. Stone and 
Dr. Knight. The paper so prepared by the Secretary was submitted to the 
Commission on 7th March 1957. It was as follows :— 


Report on the ornithological repercussions of the Stone/Knight proposal 
relating to the generic name ‘‘ Mansonia ’’ Blanchard, 1901 
(Class Insecta, Order Diptera) 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The purpose of the present Report is to place before the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature the information needed to enable it 
to reach decisions on the ornithological implications of the proposal relating 
to the generic name Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) 
submitted jointly by Dr. Alan Stone (Entomology Research Branch, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, D.C., U.S.A.) and Dr. Kenneth L. 
Knight (Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Department of the Navy, Washington, 
D.C., U.S.A.). The application submitted by these specialists, as supple- 
mented by the present Report, will, it is hoped, put the Commission in a 
position to reach a decision in this case when the time comes for so doing at 
the expiry of the Prescribed Waiting Period following the publication of the 
above application. The subject-matter of the present Report has been 
investigated independently both by Dr. Stone in conjunction with his ornitho- 
logical colleagues and by the Office of the Commission. In each case the 
results obtained have been the same, though on certain points of detail the 
latter investigations have supplemented the former. 


2. As explained by Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight (paragraph 3 of their 
application), the generic name Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 (Class Insecta, 
Order Diptera), with which their application is primarily concerned, was 
published as a replacement name (nom. nov.) for the generic name for 
Panoplites Blanchard, 1901 (J. trop. Med. Hyg. 4 : 235; id., 1901, Mon. 
Culic. 2 : 173), which is invalid as being a junior homonym of Panoplites 
Gould, [1854] (Mon. Trochilidae 2 : text to pls. 110-112) (Class Aves). 
Drs. Stone and Knight have recommended in their application (paragraph 
7(4)(b)) that the invalid name Panoplites Blanchard in Insects be placed on 
the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology, but they 
have not examined in that paper the question whether any, if so, what, action 
should be taken in regard to the senior homonym Panoplites Gould in birds, 


that matter having by agreement been left for consideration in the present 
Report. 


3. The generic name Panoplites Gould, [1854], was established without a 
designated or indicated type species and with three included nominal species, 
namely the species figured on Gould’s plates 110, 111 and 112 respectively. 
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Of these the species figured on plate 111 was Trochilus flavescens Loddiges, 
1832 (Proc. Comm. Sci. zool. Soc. Lond. 2(15) : 7). This was selected as the 
type species by Salvin in 1892 (Cat. Birds Brit. Mus. 16 : 372). 


4. It is necessary at this point to take note of the nominal genus 
Boissonneaua Reichenbach, [1854] (J. Orn. 1 (Extraheft) (Aufz. Col.) : 4, 11), 
of which also Trochilus flavescens Loddiges is the type species—in this case 
by monotypy. 


5. The generic names Panoplites Gould and Boissonneaua Reichenbach 
are thus objective synonyms of one another. Fortunately, the fact that both 
these names were published in 1854 does not give rise to doubt as to the 
relative priority to be accorded, for this matter was investigated by Salvin 
(1892) who established that Boissonneaua Reichenbach was published in 
March 1854 and that Panoplites Gould was not published until October 1854. 
This determination has been accepted by later ornithologists who have 
treated Boissonneaua Reichenbach as the valid name for this genus. This 
generic name should therefore now be placed on the Official List and Panoplites 
Gould, as an objectively invalid junior synonym, on the Official Index. At 
the same time the following Invalid Emendations of Boissonneaua Reichenbach 
should also be placed on the Official Index : (1) Boissonneauana Giebel, 1877 
(Thesaur. Orn. 3 : 669-677) ; (41) Boissonneauxia Simon, 1897 (Cat. Troch. : 29). 


6. The nominal genus discussed above has not been taken as the basis for 
a nominal family-group taxon and accordingly no family-group-name 
problem arises in the present case. 


7. It is recommended that, in order to complete on the ornithological side 
the application in regard to the Diptera names Mansonia Blanchard and 
Panoplites Blanchard submitted by Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight, the following 
action be taken by the International Commission when dealing with that 
application, namely, that it should :— 


(1) place the generic name Boissonneaua Reichenbach, [March 1854] 
(gender : feminine) (type species, by monotypy : Trochilus flavescens 
Loddiges, 1832) on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology ; 


(2) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology: flavescens Loddiges, 1832, as published in the 
combination Trochilus flavescens (specific name of type species of 
Boissonneaua Reichenbach, {March 1854}) ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology : 


(a) Panoplites Gould, [October 1854] (a junior objective synonym of 
Boissonneaua Reichenbach, [March 1854)) ; 


(b) the under-mentioned Invalid Emendations of Boissonneaua 
Reichenbach, {March 1854] :— 


(i) Boissonneauana Giebel, 1877 ; 
(ii) Boissonneauxia Simon, 1897. 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


3. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt in December 1956 
of Dr. Alan Stone’s first communication in regard to the problem arising in 
connection with the generic name Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 (Class Insecta, 
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Order Diptera), the issue involved was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 
1193. When later it was found that a quite independent problem in ornitho- 
logical nomenclature was bound up with the foregoing case, it was judged 
convenient that these parallel problems should be dealt with under a single 
Registered Number, the Number Z.N.(S.) 1193 being therefore allotted also 
to the ornithological issues involved. 


4. Publication of the present application: The entomological application 
submitted by Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight was sent to the printer on 2nd February 
1957. The supplementary paper by the Secretary on the ornithological 
implications of the above application was not however completed until 7th March 
1957, when it also was immediately sent to the printer. The two papers 
referred to above were published on 6th May 1957 in Part 5 of Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Stone (A.) & Knight (K.L.), 1957, Bull. 
zool. Nomencl. 13 : 160-166 ; Hemming (F.), 1957, ibid. 13 : 167-168). 


5. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers for the purpose 
of protecting the generic name Mansonia Blanchard (Class Insecta, Order 
Diptera) was given on 6th May 1957 (a) in Part 5 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which was published the application on 
the above subject submitted by Dr. Stone and Dr. Knight and also Mr. Hemming’s 
supplementary application on the ornithological issues involved) and (b) to 
the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, such Notice was given 
also to four general zoological serial publications and to seven specialist serials. 
The possible use of the Commission’s Plenary Powers was not involved in the 
proposals submitted by Mr. Hemming and accordingly those proposals were 
not subject to the Public Notice Procedure. In practice, however, that 
Procedure was applied to those proposals by reason of the fact that they were 
published simultaneously with the Stone/Knight entomological proposals which 
were subject to the Public Notice Procedure which was applied in that case 
in the manner described above. 


6. Support for the entomological proposals received from Harry D. Pratt : 
On 24th July 1958, Dr. Harry D. Pratt (Chief, Insect & Rodent Control Training 
Section, Training Branch, Communicable Disease Center, Department of Health, 
Education and Welfare, Public Health Service, Atlanta, Georgia, U.S.A.) 
addressed the following letter to the Office of the Commission in support of the 
problem of entomological nomenclature submitted by Dr. Stone and 
Dr. Knight (Pratt, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 279) :— 


I have noticed a Nomenclature Notice in ‘ Entomological News’ regarding 
the generic name Mansonia. I have published two papers on this, and 
I sincerely hope that this generic name can be used instead of Taeniorhynchus 
which I believe is more correctly used as a sub-generic name in the genus 
Aedes. 


Dr. Stone has ably summed up the arguments in favor of Mansonia in 
John Lane’s “‘ Neotropical Culicidae’”’, 2 : 590, 1953. I feel certain that 
most mosquito taxonomists in the United States would prefer to have the 
generic name Mansonia placed on the Official List instead of Taeniorhynchus. 


7. No Objection Received : No objection either to the entomological, or to 
the ornithological, side of the present case was received from any source. 
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III. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)66 : On 6th November 1957 a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)66) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “ the proposal relating to the generic name 
Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) and associated 
problems as set out in Points (1) to (4) in paragraph 7 on page 162 of Volume 13 
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature [i.e. in the Points numbered as above 
in paragraph 7 of the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present 
Opinion] as supplemented by Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 7 on page 168 of 
the same Volume of the Bulletin” |i.e. in the Points so numbered in paragraph 7 
of the paper reproduced in paragraph 2 of the present Opinion]. 


9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued. 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 6th 
February 1958. 


10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)66 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)66 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-three (23) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Boschma ; Holthuis ; Lemche ; Hering ; Mayr ; Mertens ; Dymond ; 
Vokes ; Esaki ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Riley ; Prantl ; Bonnet ; do Amaral ; 
Miller ; Bodenheimer ; Hanké ; Hemming; Stoll; Key; Kiihnelt ; 
Tortonese ; Sylvester-Bradley ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) Voting Papers not returned, two (2) : 
Cabrera ; Jaczewski. 


11. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 7th February 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)66, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 10 above and declaring that the proposal sub- 
mitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 17th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)66. 


13. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official Lists 
and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 
Boissonneaua Reichenbach, [March 1854], J. Orn. 1 (Extra-Heft) (Aufz. Col.) : 

4, 11 
Boissonneauana Giebel, 1877, Thesaur. Orn. 3 : 669-677 


Boissonneauxia Simon, 1897, Cat. Trochilidae : 29 
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flavescens, Trochilus, Loddiges, 1832, Proc. Comm. Sci. zool. Soc. Lond. 2(15) : 7 
Mansonia Blanchard, C.R. Soc. Biol., Paris 53 : 1046 
Panoplites Gould, [October 1854], Mon. Trochilidae 2 : text to pls. 110-112 


Panoplites Blanchard, 1901, J. trop. Med. Hyg. 4 : 235 ; id., 1901, Mon. Culic. 
94,5 17/8} 


Panoplites Reichensperger, 1923, Mitt. schweiz. ent. Ges. 13 : 321 
Taeniorhynchus Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891, Rev. Mus. La Plata 1 : 374; 2 : 143 
taeniorhynchus, Culex, Wiedemann, 1821, Dipt. exot. : 43 

titillans, Culex, Walker, 1848, List Dipt. Brit. Mus. (1) : 5 


14. Selection of a type species for a nominal genus : The following is the 
reference for the selection of a type species of a nominal genus specified in 
the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 Neveu-Lemaire, 1902, Mém. Soc. 
zool. France 15 : 214 


15. Family-Group-Name Aspects : No family-group-name problem arises in 
the present case, for neither the genera in the Class Insecta (paragraph 6 of the 
paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion) nor those in the 
Class Aves (paragraph 6 in the paper reproduced in paragraph 2 of the present 
Opinion) involved has been taken as the type genus of a nominal family-group 
taxon. 


16. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the under- 
signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon’ 
him in that behalf. 


17. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty (550) of the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Seventeenth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. : 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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Se BOSCHMA (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (Ast January 
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Professor Pierre BONNET (Université de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950) 

Mr. Norman Denbigh RILEY (British Museum (Natural History), London) (9th June 1950) 

Professor Tadeusz JACZEWwSKI (Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, Poland) 
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Professor J. Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 
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Dr. Norman R. SToLt (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th 
August 1953) 

Mr. P. C. SYLVESTER-BRADLEY (Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953) 

Dr. 1083) Ho.tuuls (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (12th August 
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Professor Ernst MAYR (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954) 

BRE TORTONESE (Museo di Storia Naturale ‘“* G. Doria”’, Genova, Italy) (16th December 
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME ‘‘ MUSICUS ” LINNEAUS, 1758, AS PUBLISHED IN THE 
COMBINATION ‘*“* TURDUS MUSICUS ”, AND VALIDATION 
UNDER THE SAME POWERS OF A NEOTYPE FOR 
*“TURDUS ILIACUS”’ LINNAEUS, 1758, THE 
EURASIAN REDWING (CLASS AVES) 


RULING :—(1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) The specific name musicus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Turdus musicus, is hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law of 
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy. 


(b) The neotype for the nominal species Turdus iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, 
designated and figured by Count Nils Gyldenstolpe (1957) is hereby 
validated and adopted. 


(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus iliacus, 
and as interpreted by the neotype validated under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(b) above (Name No. 1622) ; 


(b) viscivorus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus 
viscivorus (Name No. 1623). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
582 :— 


musicus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus musicus, 
as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above. 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 17th May 1956, Professor Ernst Mayr (Museum of Comparative Zoology 
at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massachusetts, U.S.A.) addressed a letter, 
with enclosure, in which he explained that, in conjunction with Dr. Charles Vaurie 
(The American Museum of Natural History, New York), he was anxious to 
secure a firm basis for the use of the specific name i/iacus Linnaeus, 1758 (as 
published in the combination Turdus iliacus) as the specific name for the 
Eurasian Redwing. Various alternative means for attaining this end were 
discussed in the paper submitted and of these a preference was expressed for the 
elimination of the specific name musicus Linnaeus, 1758 (as published in the 
combination Turdus musicus), through the suppression of that name by the 
Commission through the use of its Plenary Powers. In the summer of 1956 
discussions in regard to this case took place between the Secretary and the 
applicants and it was then agreed that as a start the draft of an application 
should be prepared in the Office of the Commission and communicated to 
Professor Mayr for consideration. The only question of importance remaining 
at that stage for further consideration was the method which the Commission 
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should be asked to approve for determining the interpretation of the nominal 
species Turdus iliacus Linnaeus, some such action being required in view of 
the fact that as established by Linnaeus this was a composite species. As 
regards this, Professor Mayr informed the Secretary (on 15th November 1956) 
that he did not consider that in this case the lectotype method would be 
appropriate and was of the opinion that what was required was that a neotype 
should be established and that the neotype be then approved by the Commission. 
Professor Mayr added that it would be of advantage if the specimen to be so 
selected were to be one obtained in Sweden and now preserved in the Rijksmuseet 
at Stockholm. On Professor Mayr’s suggestion Count Nils Gyldenstolpe was 
thereupon invited to select the proposed neotype and to furnish a description 
of the specimen so selected for inclusion in an Appendix to be attached to the 
application to be submitted to the Commission. On being approached, 
Count Nils Gyldenstolpe kindly undertook to select and describe the proposed 
neotype and in due course he forwarded to the Office of the Commission the 
required description, together with photographs of the neotype which he had 
selected. Of these, three showing respectively the back, side-view and under- 
side were chosen for reproduction in the paper to be submitted to the 
Commission. By 27th November 1956 all outstanding matters in connection 
with this case had been settled and on that date the following application was 
submitted by Professor Mayr on behalf of Dr. Vaurie and himself :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress the specific name ‘‘ musicus ”’ 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination ‘‘ Turdus musicus ”’ 
and to approve a neotype for ‘‘ Turdus iliacus ’’ Linnaeus, 
1758, the Eurasian Redwing (Class Aves) 


By ERNST MAYR 


(Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, U.S.A.) 


and 


CHARLES VAURIE 
(The American Museum of Natural History, New York) 


Plate 31 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature to take such action as is necessary to stabilise the 
specific name i/iacus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus 
iliacus, as the specific name for the Eurasian Redwing and, in addition, to 
take certain action, supplementary to that taken in Opinion 405, for the 
purpose of securing the position of the name philomelos Brehm, 1831, as 
published in the combination Turdus philomelos, as the oldest available name 
for the Song Thrush. The considerations involved in this case are set out 
below. 


2. The first of the two names which require to be considered is the name 
Turdus iliacus Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 168, Sp. No. 3), the 
second being Turdus musicus Linnaeus, 1758 (ibid. 1 : 169, Sp. No. 4). 


1 The plate here referred to appeared as Plate 3 in Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature and has been reproduced in the present Opinion as Plate 2 of the current 
volume of the Opinions and Declarations Series. 
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3. The name iliacus was well understood in the period before 1758 as a 
name applying to the Eurasian Redwing and was so employed, for example, 
by Ray, Klein and Aldrovandi. Unfortunately, the nominal species Turdus 
iliacus, as established by Linnaeus in 1758, was a composite. The diagnostic 
reference then given by Linnaeus applied to the Song Thrush, while three of 
the references cited (those to the works of Ray, Klein and Aldrovandi) applied 
to the Redwing, the fourth (that to Albin) applying to the Mistle-Thrush. 
This muddle was cleared up by Linnaeus himself in 1766 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 12) 
(1 : 292) when he re-wrote the diagnosis in such a way as clearly to apply to 
the Redwing. On this occasion Linnaeus cited also a number of additional 
references, all of which apply to the Redwing. Apart from the fact that in 
1766 Linnaeus still cited Albin’s figure of a Mistle Thrush under the name 
Turdus iliacus, his presentation of that nominal species in the 12th Edition 
of the Syst. Nat. is quite homogeneous, the whole of it applying to the 
Redwing. For the next 143 years this disposition of the name Turdus iliacus 
was followed by all subsequent authors who accepted Linnaeus’s action as 
that of a valid First Reviser. 


4. The history of the name musicus is in many respects similar to that of 
iliacus described above. In the period prior to 1758 this name was well 
understood as applying to the Song Thrush, and was so used by Willughby, 
Ray, Gesner and others. Linnaeus’s treatment of this name was examined in 
detail by one of the present applicants in 1952 (Mayr, [bis 94 : 532-534). In 
this survey Mayr first examined the treatment by Linnaeus of the name 
Turdus musicus in 1746 in the First Edition of the Fauna svecica and showed 
that on that occasion Linnaeus gave a description which applied to the Song 
Thrush and cited six bibliographical references, of which four (namely the 
second, third, fourth and sixth) also apply to the Song Thrush, only the two 
others (the first and the fifth) applying to the Redwing, which Linnaeus did not 
then recognise as a separate species. When in 1758 Linnaeus published the 
name Turdus musicus in the Tenth Edition of the Systema Naturae, he 
recognised the Redwing as a species distinct from the Song Thrush, calling the 
former Turdus iliacus (see paragraph 3 above), while retaining the name 
Turdus musicus for the Song Thrush. However, Linnaeus was still confused 
about these two species, for (as already noted) he gave a diagnosis applicable 
to the Song Thrush under the name Turdus iliacus, although all of the refer- 
ences cited (except one) applied to the Redwing, while under the name 
Turdus musicus he gave a diagnosis applicable to the Redwing and not to the 
Song Thrush.. On the other hand, three of the individual references cited 
(those to Willughby, Ray and Frisch) apply unequivocally to the Song Thrush, 
one (the reference to the First Edition of his own Fauna svec.) was to a com- 
posite which (as shown above) was composed predominantly of the Song 
Thrush, the last (sixth reference (that to Albin)) alone clearly referring to the 
Redwing. In the Twelfth Edition of the Syst. Nat. (: 292) Linnaeus re-wrote 
the diagnosis for Turdus musicus in such a way as to make it apply clearly to 
the Song Thrush ; at the same time he omitted the offending reference to 
Albin and added further references which applied only to the Song Thrush. 
- The action by Linnaeus in this matter was accepted by subsequent authors 
as a valid First Reviser decision and the name musicus was widely applied to 
the Song Thrush for the whole period during which the name i/iacus Linnaeus 
was applied to the Redwing (paragraph 3 above). 


5. It was in 1909 that the interpretation of the foregoing names was 
disturbed when Hartert (1909, Bull. Brit. Ornith. Club 23 : 54) switched the 
name musicus from the Song Thrush to the Redwing on the ground that the 
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description given by Linnaeus for Turdus musicus in 1758 applied to the 
Redwing. Hartert’s action in this matter was invalid, for, although his 
argument regarding the description given by Linnaeus was (as shown in 
paragraph 4 above) quite correct as far as it went, he overlooked the composite 
character of this nominal species as established by Linnaeus in 1758 and failed 
to take account of the valid First Reviser action taken by Linnaeus himself in 
1766. The publication of Hartert’s paper led to confusion and instability, for, 
although some authors followed his lead, others refused to switch the name 
musicus in the manner which he claimed was necessary. It is very unfortunate 
that at this stage no application was made to the International Commission, 
for much harm might in this way have been avoided. As it was, Hartert’s 
authority was so great that his use of the name musicus for the Redwing has 
been increasingly adopted, notwithstanding the fact that, as shown in 
paragraph 4 above, it was quite contrary to the Reégles. 


6. At the same time that Hartert deprived the Song Thrush of the name 
musicus Linnaeus by transferring that name to the Redwing, he applied to the 
Song Thrush the name philomelos Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination 
Turdus philomelos. This name gradually came into use for the Song Thrush 
as acceptance of Hartert’s use of the name musicus for the Redwing became 
more general. In 1924 (/bis 66 : 158) an attempt was made by two members 
of the Committee on Nomenclature of the British Ornithologists’ Union to 
substitute the name ericetorum Turton, 1807 (as published in the combination 
Turdus ericetorum) for the name philomelos Brehm as the specific name for the 
Song Thrush. It is not necessary, however, to examine this aspect of the case, 
for recently, on the recommendation of the Standing Committee on Ornitho- 
logical Nomenclature established by the Tenth International Ornithological 
Congress, the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature has 
suppressed the name ericetorum Turton under its Plenary Powers, at the same 
time placing the name philomelos Brehm on the Official List of Specific Names 
in Zoology as the valid name for the Song Thrush (Opinion 405). 


7. It remains now to consider the action required to settle the still out- 
standing questions in regard to the names discussed above. As regards the 
specific name musicus Linnaeus, we have shown that it is not properly 
applicable to the Redwing and cannot be used for that species. We have 
shown also that it does apply to the Song Thrush but could not be used for 
that species without a reversal by the Commission of its acceptance of the 
name philomelos Brehm for that species, a course which we do not recommend. 
In the circumstances the only remaining course is the suppression of the 
name musicus Linnaeus under the Commission’s Plenary Powers and this is 
what we recommend should be done. We have now to consider what name 
should be applied to the Redwing. As regards this we are strongly in favour 
of a return to the long-established and well-understood name iliacus Linnaeus. 
We feel confident that this will be welcomed by all those ornithologists who 
resisted Hartert’s application of the name musicus to that species and we do 
not doubt that the same view will be taken by those ornithologists who followed 
Hartert’s lead, now that the application of the name musicus to the Redwing 
has been shown to be incorrect. 


8. The action which we recommend will involve the placing of the name 
iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. Before 
this is done, it will be desirable to define more closely than has been done 
hitherto the way in which this name is to be interpreted. This is necessary for 
two reasons : (a) because (as shown in paragraph 4 above) there was one alien 
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element left in the nominal species Turdus iliacus even after the revision 
carried out by Linnaeus in 1766, namely the reference to a plate in Albin 
depicting the Mistle Thrush ; (b) because it is important that at the subspecies 
level the name i/iacus should continue to apply to the race occurring in Sweden 
and other parts of Northern Europe. We have given careful consideration 
to the question whether the identity of the nominal species Turdus iliacus 
Linnaeus, 1758, could be satisfactorily secured by selecting as the lectotype 
of that species a specimen figured or described in one of the works cited by 
Linnaeus when he published the above name. We are of the opinion that, 
while this course would serve to link the name i/iacus Linnaeus with the 
Eurasian Redwing, it would not suffice clearly to fix as the nominate subspecies 
of that species the North European subspecies long accepted as such. We have 
reached the conclusion that this is a case where the necessary stability in 
nomenclature can be secured only by the selection of a neotype and the 
recognition of that neotype in the decision to be given by the Commission 
on the present application. Clearly, the most desirable arrangement as being 
most closely in harmony with established practice would be one under which 
the neotype to be selected was a specimen obtained in Sweden which clearly 
belongs to the race which has been accepted as the nominate race of this 
species. It seems to us also that it would be appropriate that the Swedish 
specimen of this Linnaean species which is to become the neotype should be a 
specimen preserved in the Rijksmuseum at Stockholm. We therefore 
approached Count Nils Gyldenstolpe on this subject and he very kindly 
designated a Swedish example (taken at Kaaslasluspa, Lappland, North 
Sweden) to be the neotype of this species. We ask that the Commission should 
recognise this neotype under its Plenary Powers when dealing with the present 
application, thereby taking as rapidly as possible the action needed to complete 
the action set out in Opinion 405, the Opinion in which it accepted the specific 
name philomelos Brehm, 1831, as published in the combination Turdus 
philomelos, to be the specific name for the Song Thrush. The note containing 
Count Gyldenstolpe’s designation of the foregoing neotype is attached to the 
present application as an Appendix. 


9. Since, as has been shown, the Mistle Thrush enters into this case by 
reason of a plate of that species having been cited by Linnaeus in the synonymy 
of Turdus iliacus it is desirable that, in order that the action to be taken by the 
Commission should cover the whole field involved in the present case, the 
specific name for the Mistle Thrush (viscivorus Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. 
(ed. 10) 1 : 168, as published in the combination Turdus viscivorus) should now 
be placed upon the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. 


10. The action which we now ask the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature to take in this case is that it should :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers :— 


(a) to suppress the under-mentioned specific name for the purposes 
of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homo- 
nymy : musicus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Turdus musicus ; 


(b) to approve and adopt the neotype for the nominal species Turdus 
iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, designated by Count Nils Gyldenstolpe 
in the Appendix to the present application ; 
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(2) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus 
iliacus, as interpreted by the neotype specified in (1)(b) above ; 


(b) viscivorus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus 
VISCIVOTUS 3; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of Rejected 
~ and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology : musicus Linnaeus, 1758, as 
published in the combination Turdus musicus, as suppressed under 

the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above. 


APPENDIX 


Designation of a Neotype for the nominal species ‘‘ Turdus iliacus ”’ 
Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Aves) 


By Count NILS GYLDENSTOLPE 
(Naturhistoriska Rijksmuseum, Stockholm, Sweden) 


(Plate 37) 


The specimen described below is herewith designated to be the neotype for 
the nominal species Turdus iliacus Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 168). 


Description of the Neotype : General coloration above ‘“‘ Light Brownish 
Olive x Buffy Olive” (Ridgway, 1912, Col. Stand. and Nomencl.: pl. xxx) ; 
under-wing coverts and sides of the body rusty-red ; supercilium cream- 
coloured ; ear-coverts and cheeks light brownish-olive, some of the feathers 
with narrow whitish stripes ; a yellowish-white moustachial stripe present ; 
from the gape along the sides of the throat a number of black spots ; under- 
parts of the body white, more or less distinctly washed with rusty-yellowish 
on the crop region, the latter as well as the breast with broad black longitudinal 
streaks. 


Hardly different from Sharpe’s Turdus coburni (30th November 1901, 
Bull. Brit. Orn. Club 12 : 28) from Iceland except by somewhat smaller 
average size, more distinctly blackish longitudinal black striping on upper 
breast and slightly less brownish upper parts. The Redwing (Turdus iliacus) 
differs from the Song Thrush in having a broad whitish supercilium extending 
from the base of the bill to above the eyes, a feature which does not occur in 
the Song Thrush. In addition the Redwing is distinguished by having the 
sides of the breast rusty-red, a colour which appears to be a little paler than 
that found in T. coburni. 


2. Dimensions of Neotype : Wing 117.5 mm.; tail 78 mm.; exposed 
culmen 18 mm. ; bill from gape 24.5 mm. ; tarsus 27 mm. 


3. Sex of Neotype : Adult male (3). 


2 See Footnote 1. 
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Pig. 2 


Fig. 3 


Turdus iliacus Linnaeus, 1758 
Neotype designated by Gyldenstolpe (Count Nils) in an Appendix to Mayr (E.} 
& Vaurie (C.) (1957) 
Fig. 1, back; Fig. 2, side view; Fig. 3, underside 
(approximately half natural size) 


OPINION 551 207 


4. Locality of Neotype : The specimen here designated as Neotype for the 
nominal race of Turdus iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, was collected at Kaalasluspa, 
Lappland, North Sweden, about 18 km. south-south-west of Kiruna, 
6th June 1955. Collected by H. Sjéqvist. 


5. Reference number allotted to the Neotype : The Neotype is kept in the 
Collections of the Naturhistoriska Rijksmuseum in Stockholm, Sweden. The 
Museum Reference number is as follows: ‘“‘ Nat. Hist. Rijksmuseum, 
Stockholm, Turdus i. iliacus, Nr. 101”. It has been marked ‘‘ Neotype ” 
on the label. 


6. Figure of Neotype : Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 13: pl. 3 (3 figs.).° 


Naturhistoriska Rijksmuseet, 
STOCKHOLM, 
Sweden. 


23rd January 1957 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


_ 2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt in June 1956 
of Professor Mayr’s preliminary communication the question of the possible 
use of the Commission’s Plenary Powers for the purpose of securing the use 
of the specific name i/iacus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Turdus iliacus, as the name for the Eurasian Redwing was allotted the Registered 
Number Z.N.(S.) 1135. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 5th February 1957 and was published on 28th June of the 
same year in Part 6 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Mayr (E.) & Vaurie (C.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 177-181 ; Gyldenstolpe 
(Count N.), 1957, ibid. 13 : 181-182, pl. 3°). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 28th June 1957 (a) in Part 6 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the application submitted by 
Professor Mayr and Dr. Vaurie had been published) and (b) to the other 
prescribed serial publications. In addition, such Notice was given also to 
four general zoological serial publications and to twelve ornithological serials 
in different parts of the world. 


5. Support received from E. Stresemann : On 25th June 1957, Professor E. 
Stresemann (Zoologisches Museum, Berlin) addressed to the Office of the 
Commission the following letter in support of the proposals in this case sub- 
mitted for the stabilisation of the specific name for the Eurasian Redwing 
(Stresemann, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 244) :— 


I beg to inform you that I am strongly in favour of the suppression 
of Turdus musicus Linnaeus, 1758, and the application of Turdus iliacus 
Linnaeus for the Redwing. 


3 See Footnote 1. 
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6. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed in the 
present case was received from any source. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)67 : On 30th December 1957, a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)67) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the specific 
name for the Eurasian Redwing and matters incidental thereto, as set out in 
Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 10 on page 181 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of 
Zoological Nomenclature” (i.e. in the Points numbered as above in para- 
graph 10 of the application reproduced in the first paragraph of the present 
Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
30th March 1958. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)67 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)67 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-one (21) 
Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Mayr; Boschma; Hering; Mertens; Prantl; Vokes ; 
Lemche ; do Amaral ; Key ; Bonnet ; Dymond ; Hanko ; Bodenheimer ; 
Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming ; Jaczewski; Stoll ; Tortonese ; Kiihnelt ; 
Riley ; 

(b) Negative Votes, one (1): 
Sylvester-Bradley ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1) : 
Cabrera. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 3lst March 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)67, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision: 
so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter 
aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 18th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
ths same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)67. 
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12. Original References for Specific Names : The following are the original 
references for the specific names placed by the Ruling given in the present 
Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official Index of names 
of taxa of the species category :— 


iliacus, Turdus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 168 
musicus, Turdus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 169 
viscivorus, Turdus, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 168 


13. Reference for the designation of a neotype for a nominal species : The 
following is the reference for the designation of a neotype for a nominal species 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Turdus iliacus Linnaeus, 1758 Gyldenstolpe (Count N.), 1957, in 
Mayr (E.) & Vaurie (C.), Bull. 

zool. Nomencl. 13 : 181-182, pl. 3 

(The above paper has been reprinted 


on pp. 206-207 of the present 
Opinion.) 


14. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


15. ‘*‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-One (551) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Eighteenth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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GRANT UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF PRECEDENCE TO THE 
FAMILY-GROUP NAME ‘* GLOBIGERINIDAE ’”? CARPENTER, 
PARKER & JONES, 1862, OVER THE FAMILY-GROUP NAME 
** ORBULINIDAE ” SCHULTZE, 1854 (CLASS RHIZOPODA, 
ORDER FORAMINIFERA) AND MATTERS INCIDENTAL 
THERETO 


RULING :—(1) It is hereby directed under the Plenary Powers that the 
family-group name GLOBIGERINIDAE (correction of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, 
Parker & Jones, 1862, is to be given precedence over the family-group name 
ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854, by any author who on 
taxonomic grounds is of the opinion that the genera which are the respective 
_ type genera of the foregoing nominal family-group taxa are referable to a single 
taxonomic family-group unit. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 
(a) Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826 (gender : feminine) (type species, by selection 
by Parker, Jones & Brady (1865): Globigerina bulloides d’Orbigny, 
1826) (Name No. 1344) ; 

(b) Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839 (gender : feminine) (type species by monotypy : 
Orbulina universa @’Orbigny, 1839) (Name No. 1345). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 
(a) bulloides d’Orbigny, 1826, as published in the combination Globigerina 
bulloides (specific name of type species of Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826) 
(Name No. 1624) ; 

(b) universa d’Orbigny, 1839, as published in the combination Orbulina 
universa (specific name of type species of Orbulina dOrbigny, 1839) 
(Name No. 1625). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Number 1262:— 


Globigenera Sowerby (G.B.), 1842 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for 
Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826). 


(5) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) GLOBIGERINIDAE (correction of GLOBERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 
1862 (type genus : Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826) (a name taking prece- 
dence under the direction given under the Plenary Powers in (1) above 
before the name ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 
1854, for any author who on taxonomic grounds is of the opinion that 
the genera which are the respective type genera of these nominal 
family-group taxa are referable to a single taxonomic family-group 
unit) (Name No. 263) ; 


(b) ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854 (type genus : 
Orbulina @’Orbigny, 1839) (a name taking precedence under the Ruling 
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given under the Plenary Powers in (1) above) below the name 
GLOBIGERINIDAE (correction of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker & 
Jones, 1862, for any author who on taxonomic grounds is of the opinion 
that the genera which are the respective type genera of these nominal 
family-group taxa are referable to a single taxonomic family-group 
unit) (Name No. 264). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) GLOBIGERINIDA Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862 (type genus: Globigerina 
@Orbigny, 1826) (an Invalid Original Spelling for GLOBIGERINIDAE) 
(Name No. 293) ; 


(b) ORBULINIDA Schultze, 1854 (type genus : Orbulina V@Orbigny, 1839) (an 
Invalid Original Spelling for ORBULINIDAE) (Name No. 294) ; 


(c) TURBINOIDAE d’Orbigny, 1840 (invalid because not based upon the name 
of an included genus) (Name No. 295). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 14th December 1956, Mr. Arthur N. Dusenbury, Jr. (Creole Petroleum 
Corporation, Jusepin, Monagas, Venezuela) addressed a preliminary enquiry 
to the Office of the Commission in regard to a family-group-name problem 
arising in the Order Foraminifera (Class Rhizopoda). The names concerned 
were GLOBIGERINIDAE and ORBULINIDAE. The correspondence so opened 
culminated on 31st March 1957, on which date Mr. Dusenbury submitted the 
following application in which he asked that the Commission should use its 
Plenary Powers to direct that the older but less known name ORBULINIDAE 
should not be used in preference to the established name GLOBIGERINIDAE by 
authors who on taxonomic grounds considered that the respective type genera 
of the above nominal family-group taxa were properly applicable to a single 
taxonomic family-group taxon :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to direct that the family-group name 
** ORBULINIDAE ’” Schultze, 1854, is not to be given precedence over 
** GLOBIGERINIDAE ’’ Carpenter, Parker and Jones, 1862 (Class 
Rhizopoda, Order Foraminifera) by authors who refer the two 
type genera to the same family-group taxon 


By ARTHUR N. DUSENBURY, Jr. 
(Creole Petroleum Corporation, Jusepin, Monagas, Venezuela) 


The purpose of this proposal is to maintain the current usage of the family- 
group name GLOBIGERINIDAE Carpenter, Parker and Jones, 1862, against the 
priority of the family-group name ORBULINIDAE Schultze, 1854, thereby 
tending to promote greater stability and universality of nomenclature. The 
type genera, Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826, and Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839, are 
currently placed in the family GLOBIGERINIDAE (Order Foraminifera, Class 
Rhizopoda). They are pelagic in habitat, but the minute calcareous tests of 
dead individuals accumulate on the bottom over wide areas at depths of less 
than 5,000 metres in all present-day oceans, together with the calcareous 
tests of other genera of the family GLOBIGERINIDAE and the allied family 
GLOBOROTALIIDAE. The genus Globigerina is the most abundant and wide- 
spread, hence oceanographers characterise these accumulations as Globigerina 
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ooze (if the deposit is over 30 per cent. calcareous) or Globigerina mud (if 
the deposit is under 30 per cent. calcareous). Geologically, Globigerina and 
the GLOBIGERINIDAE range from the Lower Cretaceous to the Recent, while 
Orbulina ranges from the Miocene to the Recent. Because of their pelagic 
habitat and consequent wide geographic range, the genera and species of the 
GLOBIGERINIDAE make useful index fossils for paleontologists and strati- 
graphers. It is evident that marine biologists, oceanographers, paleontologists 
and stratigraphers will be interested in this case and will desire to stabilise the 
pertinent nomenclature. Brooks F. Ellis and Angelina R. Messina (1940 to 
present date, Catalogue of Foraminifera, American Museum of Natural 
History, New York, looseleaf, pages not numbered) have so far listed 
204 species and varieties originally described as Globigerina and 43 species 
and varieties originally described as Orbulina. Perhaps half of these species 
and varieties are currently assigned to other genera and a few do not even 
belong in the Foraminifera. 


2. In 1826, Alcide Dessalines d’Orbigny (“ Tableau méthodique de la 
classe de Céphalopodes ”’, Annales des Sciences Naturelles, Paris, ser. 1, vol. 7, 
pp. 271, 277) established the genus Globigerina with twelve new species, nine 
of which were nomina nuda and the remaining three valid, indications being 
provided by references to the non-Linnaean author Soldani (1789-1799, 
Testaceographia ac Zoophytographia, Siena, Italy). One of the three valid 
species was Globigerina bulloides, collected from the Adriatic Sea near 
Rimini, Italy. The genus Globigerina was assigned to the division Turbinoides 
of the family HELICOSTEGUES. Both of these family-group names have 
French vernacular terminations and are therefore invalid as well as obsolete. 


3. In 1839, d’Orbigny (Foraminiféres ; in Ramon de la Sagra: Histoire 
physique, politique et naturelle de I’ Ile de Cuba, A. Bertrand, Paris, p. 2) created 
the nominal genus Orbulina containing the single new species Orbulina 
universa (: 3). This species was described in the above-mentioned work, but 
the plates were published separately. It is clear that Orbulina universa 
d’Orbigny, 1839, is the type species of Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839, by monotypy. 
Globigerina was then assigned to the family TURBINOIDES of the order 
Hélicostégues, while Orbulina was placed in the new order Monostégues, 
which was not divided into families. 


4. In 1840, a Spanish edition of d’Orbigny’s 1839 publication was issued 
with plates included (Foraminiferas ; in Ramon de la Sagra : Historia fisica, 
politica y natural de la Isla de Cuba, A. Bertrand, Paris, pp. 28, 34-35, pl. 1, 
fig. 1). Globigerina was placed in the family TURBINOIDAE of the order 
Helicostegas and Orbulina in the order Monostegas, which was not divided 
into families. NHelicostegas and Monostegas are the Spanish vernacular 
equivalents of the French vernacular Hélicostegues and Monostégues. 
Although Latinized, the family-group name TURBINOIDAE is invalid because 
it is not based upon an included type genus. The name TURBINOIDAE is 
apparently derived from the mode of coiling, which is trochoidal like that of 
the gastropod genus Turbo of the family TURBINIDAE. The TURBINOIDAE were 
contrasted with the other family of the Helicostegas, the NAUTILOIDAE, which 
coil planispirally like the cephalopod genus Nautilus of the family NAUTILIDAE. 


5. In 1854, Max Sigmund Schultze (Uber den Organismus der Poly- 
thalamien (Foraminiferen) nebst Bemerkungen iiber die Rhizopoden im 
allgemeinen, Engelmann, Leipzig, p. 52) erected the family ORBULINIDA in 
his Sub-Order Monothalamia of his order Testacea. The type genus is 
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Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839. The genus Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826, was 
placed in another family in the Sub-Order Polythalamia. 


6. In 1862, William B. Carpenter, William K. Parker and T. Rupert Jones 
(Introduction to the Study of the Foraminifera, Ray Society, London, pp. 171— 
175) established the family GLOBIGERINIDA with Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826, 
as the type genus. The family contained three incorrectly spelled subfamilies : 
GLOBIGERINAE, ROTALINAE and TEXTULARINAE. The genus Orbulina d’Orbigny, 
1839, was also placed in the family GLOBIGERINIDA but was not included in any 
of the three subfamilies. 


7. In 1865, William K. Parker, T. Rupert Jones and Henry B. Brady 
( On the nomenclature of the foraminifera ; Part 12 (misprinted as ‘ Part 10 
continued ’), The species enumerated by d’Orbigny in the ‘Annales des 
Sciences Naturelles ’, vol. 7, 1826 ”’, Annals and Magazine of Natural History, 
London, ser. 3, vol. 16, p. 36) designated Globigerina bulloides d’ Orbigny, 1826, 
as the type species of Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826. 


8. In February 1876, T. Rupert Jones (““ Remarks on the foraminifera, 
with especial reference to their variability of form, illustrated by the 
Cristellarians ’’, Monthly Micr. Journal, London, vol. 15, no. 86, pp. 89-92) 
divided the family GLOBIGERINIDA into four subfamilies, the typical subfamily 
being termed the GLOBIGERININA. 


9. In 1876, Karl A. Zittel (Handbuch der Paldontologie, R. Oldenbourg, 
Miinchen and Leipzig, vol. 1, pt. 1, pp. 61-106) was the first to emend the 
name GLOBIGERINIDA to the correct form GLOBIGERINIDAE. He included both 
Globigerina and Orbulina in the family. The typical subfamily was called the 
GLOBIGERINAE. 


10. Conrad Schwager (1876, ‘“‘Saggio di una classificazione dei fora- 
miniferi, avuto riguardo alle loro famiglie naturali ’’, Boll. R. Com. geol. Ital., 
Roma, vol. 7, pp. 475-485 ; 1877, ““ Quadro del proposto sistema di classi- 
ficazione dei foraminiferi con guscio”’, Boll. R. Com. geol. Ital., Roma, 
vol. 8, pp. 18-27) established the superfamily GLOBIGERINIDEA with the 
GLOBIGERINIDAE as the typical family. 


11. In 1880, O. Biitschli (“ System der Rhizopoda”’ in H. G. Bronn’s 
Klassen und Ordnungen des Thier-Reichs, C. F. Winter, Leipzig and Heidelberg, 
vol. 1 (Protozoa), pp. 172-217) included in his classification the “ family 
GLOBIGERININAE Carpenter ”’ and the subfamily GLOBIGERINAE Carpenter. 


12. In 1884, Henry B. Brady (Report on the Foraminifera in Voyage of 
H.M.S. “ Challenger’, Zoology, London, vol. 9, p. 71), like Zittel, included 
both Globigerina and Orbulina in the family GLOBIGERINIDAE. He did not, 
however, divide the family into subfamilies. 


13. In 1927, Joseph A. Cushman (An Outline of a Re-Classification of the 
Foraminifera, Contributions from the Cushman Laboratory for Foraminiferal 
Research, Sharon, Massachusetts, vol. 3, pt. 1, pp. 87-91) divided the family 
GLOBIGERINIDAE into four subfamilies the first two of which are the 
GLOBIGERININAE and the ORBULININAE. This arrangement was maintained 
without change throughout four editions (1928, 1933, 1940 and 1948) of 
Cushman’s text-book, Foraminifera, Their Classification and Economic Use, 
and is the one still preferred by most authors. 
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14. In 1933, Jesse J. Galloway (Manual of Foraminifera, Principia Press, 
Inc., Bloomington, Indiana, p. 326), recognizing the priority of Schultze, 
correctly emended Schultze’s name ORBULINIDA to ORBULINIDAE and employed 
it instead of the current name GLOBIGERINIDAE. This usage has never become 
popular. Galloway did not divide the ORBULINIDAE into subfamilies. 


15. In 1936, Frederick Chapman and Walter J. Parr (“A Classification 
of the Foraminifera ’’, Proceedings of the Royal Society of Victoria, new 
series, vol. 49, pt. 1, p. 145) divided the family ORBULINIDAE into six sub- 
families, the first two being the GLOBIGERININAE and the ORBULININAE. In 
1937, the same authors (Foraminifera in Australasian Antarctic Expedition, 
Scientific Reports, Series C—Zoology and Botany, vol. 1, pt. 2, pp. 11-114) 
reverted to the family name GLOBIGERINIDAE with the typical subfamily 
GLOBIGERININAE including both Globigerina and Orbulina. 


16. In 1945, Martin F. Glaessner (Principles of Micropaleontology, 
Melbourne University Press, pp. 148-150) divided the family GLOBIGERINIDAE 
into the subfamily GLOBIGERININAE, containing both Globigerina and. Orbulina, 
and the subfamily Hantkenininae. 


17. There is obviously a conflict between current usage and priority. 
Current usage recognises the family name GLOBIGERINIDAE Carpenter, Parker 
and Jones, 1862, while priority demands the use of the name ORBULINIDAE 
Schultze, 1854. The Copenhagen Decisions on Zoological Nomenclature, 
Paragraph 45, Section 1, state: “The naming of units belonging to the 
Family-Group of categories shall be governed by priority, except that, in 
cases where priority is in conflict with current usage, current usage is to be 
maintained, wherever, in the opinion of the individual taxonomist, this 
would lead to greater stability and universality of nomenclature than would 
the strict application of priority ’’. 


18. In order to maintain current usage and thereby to promote greater 
stability and universality in the nomenclature of the Foraminifera, the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is requested :— 

(1) to use its Plenary Powers to direct that the family-group name 
ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854, is not to 
be given precedence over the family-group name GLOBIGERINIDAE 
(correction of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker and Jones, 1862, 
by any author who, on taxonomic grounds, is of the opinion that the 
genera which are the respective type genera of the foregoing nominal 
family-group taxa are both referable to one and the same family- 
group taxon ; 

(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 

(a) Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826 (gender : feminine) (type species, by 
selection by Parker, Jones and Brady (1865): Globigerina 
bulloides d@’Orbigny, 1826) ; 

(b) Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839 (gender : feminine) (type species, by 
monotypy : Orbulina universa d’Orbigny, 1839) ; 

(3) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 

Globigenera Sowerby, 1842 (A Conchological Manual (Ed. 2): 
154), an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling of Globigerina 
WVOrbigny, 1826 ; 
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(4) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) bulloides d’Orbigny, 1826, as published in the combination 
Globigerina bulloides (specific name of type species of Globigerina 
d’Orbigny, 1826) ; 

(b) universa d’Orbigny, 1839, as published in the combination 
Orbulina universa (specific name of type species of Orbulina 
d’Orbigny, 1839) ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) GLOBIGERINIDAE (correction of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker 
and Jones, 1862 (type genus: Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826) 
(first published in correct form as GLOBIGERINIDAE by Zittel, 
1876) ; 


(b) ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854, subject 
to the restriction prescribed under the Plenary Powers in (1) 
above (type genus : Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839) (first published 
in correct form as ORBULININAE by Cushman, 1927) ; 


(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) ORBULINIDA Schultze, 1854 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
ORBULINIDAE) ; 


(b) GLOBIGERINIDA Carpenter, Parker and Jones, 1862 (an Invalid 
Original Spelling for GLOBIGERINIDAE) ; 


(c) TURBINOIDAE d’Orbigny, 1840, in de la Sagra (invalid because 
not based on the name of a type genus). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt in December 1956 
of Mr. Dusenbury’s preliminary communication, the question of the possible 
use of the Commission’s Plenary Powers for the purpose of giving precedence 
to the family-group name GLOBERIGINIDAE over the older name ORBULINIDAE 
(Class Rhizopoda, Order Foraminifera) was allotted the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.) 1196. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 16th April 1957 and was published on 28th June of the same 
year in Part 6 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Dusenbury (A.N.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 194-199). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers was given on 
28th June 1957 (a) in Part 6 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen- 
clature (the part in which Mr. Dusenbury’s application was published) and (b) 
to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, such Notice was given 
also to four general zoological serial publications. 


5. Comments Received : The publication of the present application and the 
issue of Public Notice regarding the possible use of the Commission’s Plenary 
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Powers elicited comments from two specialists. Of these, the first, Professor 
Joseph St. Jean, Jr. (University of North Carolina) expressed the view that 
the points made in Mr. Dusenbury’s paper were “ sound in themselves ” but 
were not of sufficient weight to justify a departure from the principle of priority 
at the family-group-name level. The second of the communications received 
was from Miss Ruth Todd (U.S. Geological Survey) who supported 
Mr. Dusenbury’s application, considering that its adoption would “aid in 
promoting stability and universality in the nomenclature of the Foraminifera ”’. 
The communications in question are reproduced in the immediately following 
paragraphs. 


6. Objection received from J. St. Jean, Jr. : On 11th November 1957, Professor 
Joseph St. Jean, Jr. (Visiting Assistant Professor of Geology, University of 
North Carolina, Chapel Hill, North Carolina, U.S.A.) addressed to the Office 
of the Commission a letter, with which he submitted the following paper in 
which he set out the reasons which made it impossible for him to support the 
present application :— 


Comment on Arthur N. Dusenbury’s proposal to suppress the family-group 
name ‘‘ ORBULINIDAE ”’ Schultze, 1854, in favor of ‘‘ GLOBIGERINIDAE ”’ 
Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862 (Class Rhizopoda, 

Order Foraminifera) 


By JOSEPH ST. JEAN, Jr. 
(Department of Geology and Geography, University of North Carolina, 
Chapel Hill, North Carolina) 


Mr. Dusenbury’s proposal Z.N.(S.) 1196 for the suppression of ORBULINIDAE 
Schultze, 1854, in favor of GLOBIGERINIDAE Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862, 
illustrates a problem that will be encountered repeatedly in the immediate 
future because the Copenhagen decision relating to the application of the 
Law of Priority to family terms has been in effect only for a short period of 
time. Mr. Dusenbury is to be congratulated on the thorough and logical 
presentation to justify the proposal. It might be added that most present-day 
students of Foraminifera recognise the close relationship of the two genera, 
Orbulina and Globigerina concerned with the family names under discussion 
(Dusenbury, para. 18(1)). It would be unlikely that in any revised classifica- 
tion of the Foraminifera the two genera would be put in separate families, 
thus students of Foraminifera will have to use either the family term 
GLOBIGERINIDAE OF ORBULINIDAE, depending on the decision reached by the 
Commission. On the basis of arguments presented I would support 
Mr. Dusenbury’s proposal but not on the basis of reasons stated in paragraph 
3 below. 


2. Prior to the works of J. A. Cushman (1927, “‘An outline of a re-classifica- 
tion of the Foraminifera’, Contr. Cushman Lab. 3) and J. J. Galloway 
(1933, Manual of Foraminifera, Indiana) on the systematics of the Foramini- 
fera, there was little adherence to the Rules of Zoological Nomenclature in 
studies of the Foraminifera, as noted by Galloway who stated (1933, op. cit. : 
4)“ Almost no workers on Foraminifera up to 1927 and few outside of America 
even yet” (i.e. 1933) “have attempted to abide strictly by the Rules of 
Zoological Nomenclature ’’. In the classification proposed by Cushman, 
there was no adherence to priority on the family level of classification and 
no such adherence was required by the Rules of Zoological Nomenclature 
in effect at that time. However, in the classification presented six years later 
by J. J. Galloway an attempt was made in the classification of Foraminifera 
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to adhere to the Rules of Zoological Nomenclature, not only on the generic 
and specific levels of classification but also on the family level, thereby 
anticipating the Commission on Zoological Nomenclature in its Copenhagen 
decision by twenty years. Subsequently either the Galloway or the Cushman 
classification for the most part has been followed, the majority of students 
following the Cushman classification. As pointed out by Mr. Dusenbury 
(para. 14) Galloway recognized the priority of the name ORBULINIDAE and 
those students who have followed the Galloway classification continued to use 
the family-group name ORBULINIDAE, as for example O. L. Bandy (1948, 
“Eocene and Oligocene Foraminifera from Little Stave Creek, Clarke 
County, Alabama”, Bull. Amer. Paleont. 32 (No. 131) : 119), and W. R. 
White (1956, “‘ Pliocene and Miocene Foraminifera from the Capistrano 
formation, Orange County, California”, J. Paleont. 30 : 250). In recent 
years due to the lack of availability of the Galloway Manual, there has been 
more and more tendency for students of Foraminifera to utilise the term 
GLOBIGERINIDAE, following Cushman. The Glaessner classification (1945, 
Principles of Micropaleontology) mentioned by Dusenbury (para. 16) seems 
to be a compromise between the Galloway and the Cushman classifications. 
Glaessner used the family-group name GLOBIGERINIDAE, tending further to 
make GLOBIGERINIDAE the name used in recent literature. 


3. Underlying the petition presented by Dusenbury to the Commission 
are some fundamental points which involve questions beyond the merits of 
suppressing the family ORBULINIDAE in favor of the family GLOBIGERINIDAE. 
The decision to apply the Law of Priority on the family level is meritorious 
in that of all the Rules of Zoological Nomenclature, the Law of Priority is 
probably the most important. If priority is recognized and adhered to there 
will be a trend toward stability of terms in zoological nomenclature, in spite 
of the fact that as the Copenhagen decision stands at the present time con- 
cerning family names, there are several undesirable aspects such as permitting 
a family name based on an invalid genus: In deciding to apply the Law of 
Priority to families, the Commission stipulated that where popular usage 
conflicts with priority a person may petition the Commission to suppress 
the older name in favor of the popular name as is sometimes done with lower 
taxonomic units. However, since the Law of Priority did not apply to family 
names before 1953, there are probably many family terms in popular usage 
which do not have priority. If exception is permitted in one or two cases, 
a precedent may be established whereby it will be more difficult to deny 
suppression of many similar cases. If then exception is given to the many 
cases where popular usage has precedence over priority, the whole system of 
priority in nomenclature on the family level will break down and the 1953 
priority decision will have no meaning. Some stability is obtained by popular 
usage. Each generation of students tends to adapt and maintain their own 
terminology, only to have their familiar terms superseded by the next genera- 
tion of students. For long term stability, however, it would seem that the 
application of the Law of Priority to family names would attain a more 
desirable result. 


4. To suppress the family term ORBULINIDAE for GLOBIGERINIDAE may 
establish a precedent whereby the Commission will be called upon to consider 
equally deserving situations where popular usage is in conflict with precedence. 
A cursory examination of family terms within the order Foraminifera reveals 
at least five similar cases which are listed below :— 


(a) The family PENEROPLIDAE Schultze, 1854 (PENEROPLIDA of Schultze) is 
in popular usage, has precedence in popular terminology, but the 
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family SORITIDAE Ehrenberg, 1840 (Familia soriTINA of Ehrenberg) 
has priority. 


(b) The family ATAXOPHRAGMIIDAE Schwager, 1877, has priority over the 
more popular family term VERNEUILINIDAE Cushman, 1927. 


(c) NODOSARIIDAE Schultze, 1854 (Family NoDOSARIDA of Schultze) has 
priority over the popular family term LAGENIDAE Reuss, 1861 
(LAGENIDEA of Reuss). 


(d) The family LAGYNIDAE Schultze, 1854 (LAGYNIDA of Schultze) has 
priority over the more popular family term ALLOGROMIIDAE Rhumbler, 
1904. 


(e) The family ACERVULINIDAE Schultze, 1854 (ACERVULINIDA of Schultze) 
has priority over the more popular family term RUPERTIIDAE, the 
type genus of which was not named until 1877 (Rupertia Wallich, 
1877). 


The arguments which may be presented for the suppression of the name 
with priority in each of the above examples are as valid as those stated by 
Mr. Dusenbury for the suppression of the family term ORBULINIDAE. The 
examples do not include all the cases of popular family terms lacking priority 
within the order Foraminifera, suggesting the problems that may confront 
the Commission in trying to stabilise family terms on the basis of popular 
usage. If the order Foraminifera is typical, the number of cases deserving 
consideration by the Commission could be large. 


5. In summary : 


(a) For most effective permanent stability in taxonomy on the family 
level, the Law of Priority should be rigorously applied and exceptions 
be allowed only in the most unusual cases ; 


(b) Applying a new rule such as the Law of Priority to family-taxa for the 
first time must entail changes in terms which have been in popular 
usage but students in the various branches of systematics should be 
willing to adapt to the changes necessary for the advantage of more 
permanent stability in nomenclature ; 


(c) The arguments put forth by Dusenbury for the suppression of 
ORBULINIDAE Over GLOBIGERINIDAE are sound in themselves, but of 
more fundamental importance is the precedent that may be establis hed 
if such a change is made, for there are undoubtedly numerous 
examples in the animal kingdom where the family term popularly 
used is not the family term of priority ; 


(d) In view of the foregoing I feel I cannot support Mr. Dusenbury’s 
proposal to suppress the name ORBULINIDAE Schultze, 1854, in favour 
of the more popular family term GLOBIGERINIDAE Carpenter, Parker & 
Jones, 1862. 


_ 7. Support received from Miss Ruth Todd : The following letter of support 
for the present application (dated 29th May 1958) was received from Miss Ruth 
Todd (U.S. Department of the Interior, Geological Survey, Washington, D.C., 
U.S.A.) after the close of the Prescribed Waiting Period in the present case :— 


With reference to Z.N.(S.) 1196, I wish to record my approval of 
Mr. Dusenbury’s proposal that the family-group name GLOBIGERINIDAE 
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Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862, be given precedence over ORBULINIDAE 
Schultze, 1854 (Class Rhizopoda, Order Foraminifera) by authors who 
refer the two type genera to the same family-group taxon. 


Adoption of Mr. Dusenbury’s proposal will, in maintaining the current 
and well established usage, aid in promoting stability and universality in the 
nomenclature of the Foraminifera. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)68 : On 30th December 1957, a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)68) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “‘ the proposal relating to the family- 
group names GLOBIGERINIDAE Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862, and ORBULINIDAE 
Schultze, 1854 (Class Rhizopoda, Order Foraminifera), as set out in Points (1) to 
(6) in paragraph 18 on pages 198-199 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature’ [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 18 of the 
paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
30th March 1958. 


10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)68 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)68 
was as follows :— 

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Mayr; Boschma; Hering; Mertens; Prantl; Vokes ; 
Lemche ; do Amaral ; Bonnet ; Jaczewski ; Dymond ; Hanko ; Key ; 
Bodenheimer ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Stoll ; 
Tortonese ; Kiihnelt ; Riley ; 


(b) Negative Votes 
None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 

(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1): 
Cabrera. 


11. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 31st March 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)68, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision 
so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter afore- 
said. . 


12. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘* Opinion ’’ : On 20th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
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the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)68. 


13. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


bulloides, Globigerina, d’Orbigny, 1826, Ann. Sci. nat., Paris [1] 7(27) : 277 
Globigenera Sowerby (G.B.), 1842, Conch. Man. (ed. 2) : 154 

Globigerina WV Orbigny, 1826, Ann. Sci. nat., Paris [1] 7(27) : 271, 277 

Orbulina @ Orbigny, 1839, in Sagra (R. de la), Hist. phys. pol. nat. Ile de Cuba : 2 


universa, Orbulina, d’Orbigny, 1839, in Sagra (R. de la), Hist. phys. pol. nat. 
Tle de Cuba : 3 


14. Reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Oginion :— 


For Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826 Parker, Jones & Brady, 1865, Ann. 
Mag. nat. Hist. (3) 16 : 36 


15. Original References for Family-Group Names: The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official 
Index for the names of taxa belonging to the family-group category :— 


GLOBIGERINIDA Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862 (an Invalid Original Spelling 
for GLOBIGERINIDAE) 


GLOBIGERINIDAE (correction of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 
1862, Introd. Study Foram. : 171-175 


ORBULINIDA Schultze, 1854 (an Invalid Original Spelling for ORBULINIDAE) 


ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854, Ueber Organ. d. 
Polythalamien .. . : 52 


TURBINOIDAE d’Orbigny, 1840, in Sagra (R. de la), Hist. fis. pol. nat. Isla de 
Cuba : 38, 34-35 


16. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the under- 
signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


17. ‘*‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Two (552) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twentieth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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ADDITION OF THE GENERIC NAME ‘‘ CYZICUS ”? AUDOUIN, 1837 
(CLASS CRUSTACEA, ORDER CONCHOSTRACA) TO THE 
*““OFFICIAL LIST OF GENERIC NAMES IN ZOOLOGY ”’ 

AND MATTERS INCIDENTAL THERETO 


RULING :—(1) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed 
on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) Cyzicus Audouin, 1837 (gender : masculine) (type species, by monotypy : 
_ Limnadia tetracera Krynicki, 1830) (Class Crustacea, Order Concho- 
straca) (Name No. 1346) ; 


(b) Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830 (gender: feminine) (type species, 
by selection by Townsend (1916): Estheria imperatoriae Robineau- 
Desvoidy, 1830) (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) (Name No. 1347). 


(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) tetracera Krynicki, 1830, as published in the combination Limnadia 
tetracera (specific name of type species of Cyzicus Audouin, 1837) 
(Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca) (Name No. 1626) ; 


(b) dahalacensis Rippell, 1837, as published in the combination Estheria 
dahalacensis (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) (Name No. 1627) ; 


(c) cristata Meigen, 1826, as published in the combination Dexia cristata 
(Class Insecta, Order Diptera) (Name No. 1628). 


(3) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
1263 :— 


Estheria Rippell, 1837 (Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca) (a junior 
homonym of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830 (Class Insecta, Order 
Diptera)). 


(4) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Number 265 :— 


CYZICIDAE Stebbing, 1910 (type genus: Cyzicus Audouin, 1837) (Class 
Crustacea, Order Conchostraca). 


(5) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with 
the Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) ESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874 (type genus: Estheria Riippell, 1837) (an 
Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for ESTHERIIDAE) (Name No. 296) ; 


(b) ESTHERIDAE Claus, 1860 (type genus: Estheria Riippell, 1837) (invalid 
because the name of the type genus is itself invalid as a junior homonym 
of an older generic name, Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830) (Name 
No. 297). 
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I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 5th May 1955, Dr. N. T. Mattox (University of Southern California, 
Allan Hancock Foundation, Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.) addressed a pre- 
liminary enquiry to the Office of the Commission on the question of the possible 
addition to the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology of the generic name 
Cyzicus Audouin, 1837 (Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca), a name which 
had been published as a replacement for the name Estheria Riippell, 1837, which 
was invalid as being a junior homonym of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830 
(Class Insecta, Order Diptera). At that time there was some doubt as to the 
type species of this latter genus and for this and other reasons there was some 
delay in the completion of the application to the Commission in the present 
case. However, by 10th April, 1957, all these matters had been dealt with 
and on that date Dr. Mattox submitted the following application for con- 
sideration :— 


Proposed addition of the name ‘‘ Cyzicus ’’ Audouin, 1837 (Class Crustacea, 
Order Conchostraca) to the ‘‘ Official List of Generic Names in Zoology ”’ 
and matters incidental thereto 


By N. T. MATTOX 
(University of Southern California, Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.) 


The problem of proper generic and family names for certain Conchostracan 
Branchiopoda is of long standing. The present request is formulated in order 
to establish proper names for certain “‘ estheriid ’’ phyllopods of this group. 
Application is hereby made for the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature to place the generic name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837 (Ann. Soc. 
ent. France 6 : x) (gender : masculine) on the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology, and therefore also the family-group name CYZICIDAE Stebbing, 1910, 
should be placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology. 


2. The name Cyzicus was proposed by Audouin in 1837 (op. cit.) as the name 
for a new genus in order to separate the species Limnadia tetracera Krynicki, 
1830 (Bull. Soc. imp. Nat. Moscou 2(11) : 176) from the genus Limnadia 
Brongniart, 1820. Audouin pointed out the basic morphological differences, 
particularly in the male, separating the very different genus Limnadia from his 
new genus Cyzicus. A very complete description of the species Limnadia 
tetracera was given by Krynicki, hence there is no question as to the validity 
of that specific name. Audouin very clearly indicated characters for his new 
genus and referred Limnadia tetracera Krynicki to the genus Cyzicus. At the 
same time he placed in this genus a new nominal species which he called 
Cyzicus bravisii. He gave, however, no description for this species and the 
name Cyzicus bravisii so published must stand as anomen nudum. Accordingly, 
the only validly established nominal species placed by Audouin in the genus 
Cyzicus was Limnadia tetracera Krynicki which is therefore the type species 
by monotypy. 


3. During the same year as Audouin’s publication Riippell im Straus- 
Durckheim, 1837 (Abh. Senckenb. Mus. 2(2) : 117) described a new genus 
of conchostracan and introduced also the new species Estheria dahalacensis 
Rtippell (ibid. 2(2) : 126). The general characters of the genus Estheria 
Riippell, as then given, were the same as those of the genus Cyzicus Audouin. 
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The generic name Estheria Ruppell must be considered invalid as it is a junior 
homonym of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830 (Mém. présentées Acad. roy. 
Sci. Inst. France 2. : 305) (Class Insecta, Order Diptera). The name Estheria 
Robineau-Desvoidy is still used for this genus of European parasitic flies, and 
dipterists have indicated that there is no available synonym for the genus, 
should this name be ruled out. It was Keilhack in 1910 (Zool. Annal. z. 
Gesch. Zool. 3 : 177-184) who clearly indicated the homonymy of Estheria 
Robineau-Desvoidy and FEstheria Riippell. Keilhack also made it clear 
that Cyzicus Audouin should be used for the crustacean genus. 


4. Recognizing the homonymy of Estheria Riippell, in 1842 Joly (Ann. 
Sci. nat. (zool.) (2) 17: 293) proposed the generic name Isaura Joly as the 
name for the genus of crustaceans in question. Joly stated that his genus 
Isaura was identical with Cyzicus Audouin, but he would not recognize 
Cyzicus because he considered the original description of Audouin to be 
inadequate. There can be no question about this point since the use of 
Cyzicus Audouin was clearly indicated as a new designation of the previously 
described Limnadia tetracera Krynicki. This complies with the Law of 
Priority, Article 25. Therefore, [saura Joly, 1842, must be declared invalid 
as a junior objective synonyme of Cyzicus Audouin, 1837. A validation of 
the name Jsaura Joly would cause much more confusion in modern literature 
than the use of the name Estheria Ruppell. As an objectively invalid name, 
the name Jsaura Joly should now be placed on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 


5. Since the appearance of the work by Keilhack the name Cyzicus Audouin 
has gradually replaced the name Estheria Riippell and is now in general use 
except for some attempts by certain paleontologists to validate the synonym 
Isaura Joly. Daday, 1915 (Ann. Sci. nat. (Zool.) 20(9) : 39-330) in his 
monographic review of the conchostracans used the name Cyzicus recognizing 
the synonymy of Estheria Riippell. Daday, 1923 (Ann. Sci. nat. (Zool.) 
6(10): 337) retains Rtippell’s original species, Estheria dahalacensis, in the 
genus Leptestheria Sars, 1898. Daday, 1915, also established certain other 
generic names resulting from the division of the “ estheriid”’ crustaceans, 
thus completely dropping the old name Estheria Riippell. This system set 
up by Daday is in universal use today. 


6. As the generic name reference varied with different authors so has the 
family name. Baird in 1849 (Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 17 : 84) incorrectly 
applied the family name LIMNADIIDAE with the genus Estheria Riippell 
included. Dana in 1852 (U.S. Explor. Exped. 14(2) : 1306) uses the generic 
name Cyzicus under the family LIMNADIIDAE which is a family of concho- 
stracans with very different characters than those of Cyzicus. Many workers 
have followed Packard, 1874 (in Hayden’s U.S. geol. geogr. Sury. : 618) using 
Estheria in the family ESTHERIADAE (later used as ESTHERIIDAE Sars, 1900 
(Archiv. Math. Natury. 22(6)). However, Stebbing in 1910 (Ann. S. Afr. 
Mus. 6(4) : 486) properly established the family CyZzICIDAE with Cyzicus 
Audouin as the type genus. In 1915, Daday, apparently unaware of the 
paper by Stebbing, in his classic monographic study on the Conchostracan 
Phyllopods divided the old genus Cyzicus Audouin into a number of genera. 
He set up the family CAENESTHERIDAE with one of his genera divided from 
Cyzicus, namely, Caenestheria Daday, as the type genus (Amn. Sci. nat. 
(Zool.) 20(9) : 49). Boch in 1953 (Journ. Paleo. 27(1) : 62) used the generic 
name Isaura Joly in the family cyziIcIDAE for some fossil forms. Pennak 
in 1953 (Fresh Water Invertebrates of the U.S. : 344) places all species in the 
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genus Caenestheriella Daday under the family CAENESTHERIIDAE, he does not 
use Cyzicus Audouin for any of the North American species. Various 
combinations of these names have been used by other paleontologists as well 
as by writers on the living species. It is readily seen that the proper names 
are the generic name Cyzicus Audouin in the family CyZICIDAE Stebbing. This 
follows the Copenhagen Decisions on Zoological Nomenclature : 36, 
Decision 54(1)(b) in which reference is made to family name changes resulting 
from the change of the type genus necessitated by this type becoming a junior 
homonym. The family name should then be CYZICIDAE, which would be 
based on the oldest available generic name for the group, namely, Cyzicus 
Audouin, 1837. 


7. As part of the action to be taken in the present case, the generic name 
Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), which, as 
explained in paragraph 3 above, preoccupies the generic name E£stheria 
Riippell, 1837, in Crustacea, should be placed on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology. Not being myself familiar with the entomological 
literature concerned, I asked the Secretary to the International Commission 
to consult with one of the specialists in the Order Diptera at the British 
Museum (Natural History) on the question of the species to be entered on 
the Official List as the type species of the above genus. Mr. Hemming 
accordingly consulted Dr. F. I. van Emden (Commonwealth Institute of 
Entomology, c/o British Museum (Natural History), London), who kindly 
furnished the information given below. It appears that the nominal species 
Dexia cristata Meigen, 1826 (Syst. Beschr. bekannt. europ. zweifl. Ins. 5 : 41) 
is currently treated by all authors as the type species of the genus Estheria 
Robineau-Desvoidy. It was indeed so selected by Robineau-Desvoidy 
himself in 1863. Technically, however, that selection is invalid, for the 
above nominal species was not cited as belonging to the genus Estheria when 
that genus was established in 1830. The nominal species then included did, 
however, comprise the then new nominal species Estheria imperatoriae 
(: 306), which today is generally identified with Dexia cristata Meigen, the 
names imperatoriae Robineau-Desvoidy and cristata Meigen being treated 
as synonyms of one another. The first valid type selection for the genus 
Estheria was that of E. imperatoriae Robineau-Desvoidy which was so 
selected by Townsend in 1916 (UInsecutor Inscit. menstr. 4: 7). The specific 
name cristata Meigen should be placed on the Official List of Specific Names 
in Zoology at the same time that the generic name Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 
1830, is placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology. 


8. The proposals which I accordingly submit for consideration are that 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature should :— 


(1) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Cyzicus Audouin, 1837 (gender: masculine) (type species by 
monotypy : Limnadia tetracera Krynicki, 1830) (Class Crustacea, 
Order Conchostraca) ; 


(b) Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830 (gender: feminine) (type 
species, by selection by Townsend (1916) : Estheria imperatoriae 
Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830) (Class Insecta, Order Diptera) ; 
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(2) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) tetracera Krynicki, 1830, as published in the combination 
Limnadia tetracera (specific name of type species of Cyzicus 
Audouin, 1837) ; 


(b) dahalacensis Riippell, 1837, as published in the combination 
Estheria dahalacensis (specific name for a species of Leptestheria 
Sars, 1889) ; 


(c) cristata Meigen, 1826, as published in the combination Dexia 
cristata ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List of 
Family-Group Names in Zoology : CYZICIDAE Stebbing, 1910 (type 
genus : Cyzicus Audouin, 1837) ; 


(4) place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Estheria Ruppell, 1837 (a junior homonym of Estheria Robineau- 
Desvoidy, 1830) ; 


(b) Isaura Joly, 1843 (a junior objective synonym of Cyzicus Audouin, 


3 


(5) place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) ESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
ESTHERIIDAE) ; 


(b) ESTHERUDAE Sars, 1900 (correct spelling of ESTHERIADAE) (invalid 
because the name of the type genus is invalid as a junior 
homonym of an older generic name, Estheria Robineau- 
Desvoidy, 1830). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt in 1955 of 
Dr. Mattox’s preliminary communication the question of the possible addition 
of the generic name Cyzicus Audouin to the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 955. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 15th April 1957 and on 28th June of the same year was 
published in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Mattox, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 206-209). 


4. Support received from John A. Talent and comment on the date and status 
of the generic name “‘ Isaura ’’ Joly : On 10th September 1957, Mr. John A. 
Talent (Geological Survey of Victoria, Department of Mines, Melbourne, Victoria, 
Australia) addressed a letter to the Office of the Commission in which he 
indicated his support for the general purpose of the application submitted 
by Dr. Mattox but at the same time drew attention to certain minor matters 
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which required rectification. In particular, Mr. Talent brought forward an 
earlier reference for the generic name Jsaura Joly than that cited in Mattox’s 
application. This was of importance, because in consequence of it the above 
name was now seen to be an available name and as such ineligible for admission 
to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. The 
following is the document furnished by Mr. Talent :— 


Comment on application by N. T.. Mattox concerning the addition of the 
generic name ‘‘ Cyzicus’’ Audouin; 1837 (Class Crustacea, Order 
Conchostraca), to the ‘* Official List of Generic Names in Zoology ”’ 
and matters incidental thereto 


By JOHN A. TALENT 


Tt 
(Geological Survey of Victoria, Department of Mines, Melbourne, 
Australia) 


I am sympathetic with the aims of Dr. Mattox’s proposals in so far as they 
are intended to reinforce the generally accepted nomenclature of living and 
fossil Conchostraca, and particularly as the position outlined in this application 
is precisely that which results from strict application of the Régles. However, 
before any decision is made on this application, I feel that it is important to 
consider certain inaccuracies in the application as well as certain relevant 
information which appears to have been overlooked in framing the application. 


2. In paragraph 4 of his application Dr. Mattox states that the generic 
name Jsaura was proposed by Joly in 1842 (Ann. Sci. nat. (Zool.) (2) 
17 : 293). This is not the earliest publication of Jsaura as a valid generic 
name as it had been described previously in a preliminary notice (1841, 
C. R. Acad. Sci., Paris 13 : 1068), a publication listed by Neave (Nomen- 
clator Zoologicus 2 : 785) and Sherborn (Index Animalium, Sectio Secunda : 
3257). The generic name Jsaura Joly therefore dates from 1841 and not 
from 1842 or 1843 as variously listed by Mattox (paragraphs 4 and 8). In 
this earlier publication only one species is described or mentioned, a new 
species I. cycladoides, which is therefore type species by monotypy. As 
Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, has another nominal species Limnadia tetracera 
Krynicki, 1830, as type species by monotypy, Jsaura cannot be construed 
aS an objective synonym of Cyzicus as claimed by Mattox. Some early 
workers contended that J. cycladoides was conspecific with L. tetracera, 
but this point of view has not been supported for over 60 years. All recent 
workers have considered them to be discrete, though congeneric, species. 
Isaura therefore ranks as a junior subjective (not objective) synonym of 
Cyzicus and as it does not threaten the status of any established generic name, 
there is no need to add it to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology. 


3. In paragraph 5 of his application Dr. Mattox states that “‘ Cyzicus 
Audouin has gradually replaced the name Estheria Riippell”’. This is not 
strictly true. Estheria Riippell, considered in the sense of Rtippell and not 
of some subsequent authors has been gradually replaced by Leptestheria 
Sars, 1898 (not 1889—Mattox para. 8 (2c)). In 1898 Sars (Arch. Math. 
Naturv. 20 : (6)9) erected Leptestheria for the group of Estheria dahalacensis 
Rtippell, the type species by monotypy of Estheria Riippell, and proposed 
to limit the application of the generic name Estheria to the remaining 
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“ estheriids ”’ differing from this group. In effect, without realising it, Sars 
had erected a genus for precisely the group for which the generic name 
Estheria had been intended by Riippell. Leptestheria Sars has now effectively 
replaced Estheria Riippell (not Robineau-Desvoidy). 


4. In paragraph 6 of his submission, Mattox states that ‘“‘ Boch [sic] in 
1953 . . . used the generic name /saura Joly in the family cyziciDAE for 
some fossil forms’’. This is not so. When Bock (J. Paleont. 27 : 65) 
resurrected the generic name Jsaura he created a new family ISAURIDAE for 
its reception without indicating,itssrelationship to the CYZICIDAE. Again 
in paragraph 6 Mattox states thee family CAENESTHERIIDAE was instituted 
by Daday in 1915 (Ann. Sci. nat. (Zool.) (9) 20: 49). He has overlooked 
the fact that Daday’s monograph of the Conchostraca was first published in 
Hungarian in 1913 (Math. term. Ert. 31 : 559-601 ; 32 : 49-145). The 
reference he cited is a republication in French and Latin with additions and 
deletions. The new families, Senera and species described in the earlier work 

_can be gleaned from Volume L-LI of the Zoological Record, the volume for 
- 1914. . 


5. ESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874, is not the oldest family-group name based 
on Estheria Riippell. It is antedated by the correctly formed ESTHERIIDAE 
Claus, 1860 (1860, Beitrage zur Kenntniss der Entomostraken, Marburg : 13), 
which, being based likewise on the invalid generic name Estheria Ruppell, 
should be added to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 
Names in Zoology. ESTHERIIDAE Sars, 1900, does not rank then as a correction 
of ESTHERIADAE Packard and does not need to be added to this Official 
Index. 


6. The nomenclatural position of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy requires 
comment as the solution outlined in paragraphs 7, 8(1)(b) and 8(2)(c) of the 
Mattox application does not satisfy the requirements of the case as outlined 
in paragraph 7. Even if Townsend’s 1916 selection of Estheria imperatoriae 
Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830, as type species is the first valid type selection, it 
would seem that the Plenary Powers should be invoked to have Dexia cristata 
Meigen, 1826, designated as type species as “‘it is currently treated by all 
authors as the type species of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy ” (Mattox, 
para. 7). This matter of type species may be only of technical importance 
as the two nominal species are generally regarded as synonyms. If Estheria 
imperatoriae is to be regarded as type species of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 
as Mattox has proposed in paragraph 8 (1)(b), the specific name imperatoriae, 
as published in this combination, should be added to the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology. 


7. To sum up :— 


(a) Isaura Joly is not an objective synonym of Cyzicus Audouin, and there 
are no grounds for adding it to the Official Index of Rejected and 
Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 


(b) I do not agree that Estheria imperatoriae should be cited as type species 
of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy. On the contrary there appears 
to be a prima facie case for using the Plenary Powers to have Dexia 
cristata Meigen designated as type species in harmony with 
accustomed usage. 
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(c) ESTHERIIDAE Claus, 1860, antedate sESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874, as the 
oldest family-group name based on Estheria Riippell and should be 
added to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group 
Names in Zoology. No action is necessary as regards Sars’s use 
of the form ESTHERIIDAE in 1900. 


(d) I have no objection to the remaining family-group, generic and specific - 
names of Conchostraca being added to the various Official Lists 
as proposed by Mattox. 


5. Objection received from Paul Tasch: On 9th December 1957, 
Professor Paul Tasch (University of Wichita, Department of Geology, Wichita, 
Kansas, U.S.A.) addressed a letter to the Office of the Commission expressing 
his objection to the proposal submitted in this case. These views were sum- 
marised by Professor Tasch in the following statement included with the 
foregoing letter :— 


Despite the Rules and Declaration 32, I request the Commission to use 
its Plenary Powers to validate the name Jsaura Joly, 1842, and to invalidate 
the name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, for the following reasons : 


(1) Cyzicus is a worthless name—‘sans valeur”? (Daday). Even 
though by the strict reading of the Rules and Declaration 32 it can be 
shown that Cyzicus is valid, though worthless in a biological sense, I 
maintain that biological sense should have priority over taxonomic 
exactness, when the two are in conflict. 


(2) Published validation of Cyzicus, though promised by Audouin, was 
never forthcoming. Granted, that by the Rules and Declaration 32, 
Cyzicus becomes, though biologically worthless, taxonomically acceptable 
and that Limnadia tetracera Krynicki by the same procedure becomes the 
type species by monotypy, I request the Commissioners to examine the 
implications of such a finding as it bears on the entire subject of “* scientific 
documentation ”’ 


A decision in favor of Cyzicus means: (a) The incomplete work of 
a scientific investigator is being accorded the same status as the com- 
pleted (i.e. fully documented) work of that or any other investigator ; 
(b) We thus reintroduce the long-dead concept into Science that even 
pseudo-fact, quasi-sense and nonsense can be made scientifically 
respectable by fiat, authority or mutually agreed-upon rules. I maintain 
that no decision can elevate the “‘ worthless”? to any other status in 
scientific circles ; (c) Audouin, who did not produce the evidence is 
accredited to be the author of a scientific name, based on the work of 
Krynicki who did produce the evidence. [I maintain this to be patently 
absurd. 


(3) Daday, Dr. Mattox, and others, in accepting the name Cyzicus, 
proceeded on the erroneous basis that Jsaure(s) Savigny, 1809, had priority, 
thus making Jsaura Joly, 1842, invalid. Dr. Mattox now agrees, while 
maintaining in favor of Cyzicus by strict interpretation of the Rules, 
that the former (i.e. Zsawre(s) Savigny) is a ““ ghost name ” 


6. Report prepared by the Secretary in December 1957 : On 29th December 
1957 the Secretary prepared for the consideration of the Commission a Report 
in which, after summarising the nature of the proposals submitted he (a) gave 
particulars of two minor corrections in those proposals, the need for which 
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had come to light since the publication of Dr. Mattox’s paper in the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature, (b) drew attention to a counter-proposal submitted 
by Professor Paul Tasch (University of Wichita, Kansas, U.S.A.) and (c) ex- 
plained the procedure proposed to be adopted for obtaining a decision in this 
case. The Report so submitted was as follows :— 


Dr. N. T. Mattox’s proposal for the addition to the ‘‘ Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology ’’ of the generic name ‘‘ Cyzicus ’’ Audouin, 1837 
(Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca) 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 


(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The present note is concerned with an application submitted by Dr. N. T. 
Mattox (University of Southern California, Los Angeles, California, U.S.A.) 
for the addition to the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology of the 
generic name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837 (Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca). 
In the following paragraphs particulars are given of certain points which 
have arisen in regard to this case since the time of its publication in the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. 


2. Purpose of the application as explained by Dr. N. T. Mattox : In the 
application submitted in this case Dr. Mattox explained that its purpose was 
to establish the generic name to be used for certain estheriid phyllopods which 
were formerly known by the name Estheria Ruippell, 1837. In 1910, however, 
Keilhack pointed out that this name was not available for this genus, it 
being a junior homonym of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830, a name then 
and now used for a genus of European parasitic flies. Keilhack thereupon 
introduced the name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, for the phyllopod genus till 
then known as Estheria Riippell. Dr. Mattox explained that since the 
above date Cyzicus Audouin has gradually come into general use except by 
certain palaeontologists who have given preference to the junior synonym 
Isaura Joly, 1842. 


3. Rectification as regards the generic name ‘‘ Isaura ’’ Joly, 1842 : It was. 
stated in the application that the generic name Jsaura Joly, 1842, was a junior 
objective synonym of Cyzicus Audouin, 1837. Further investigation shows 
however, as Dr. Mattox now agrees, that this statement was incorrect. For 
it has now been ascertained that the name Jsaura Joly does not date from 
Joly’s paper of 1842, as was previously believed to be the case, but from 
a preliminary paper published in 1841, in which, though published in a 
peculiar manner, the name Jsaura Joly was clearly introduced as the name 
for a separately established nominal genus. Thus, although a junior sub- 
jective synonym of Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, the name Jsaura Joly, as of 1841, 
is itself an available name. In these circumstances Dr. Mattox has now 
withdrawn his former proposal that this name should be placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 


4. Earliest family-group name based on the generic name ‘‘ Estheria ”’ 
Riippell, 1837 : Since the publication of the present application it has been 
ascertained that Packard (1874), who published the name ESTHERIADAE, was 
not the first author to establish a nominal family-group taxon having Estheria 
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Riippell as type genus, such a taxon having been established, in the correct 
form ESTHERIIDAE, by Claus in 1860 (Beitr. Kenntn. Entomostrak. : 13). Any 
family-group name based on a generic name such as Estheria Riippell which 
is invalid as a junior homonym of another generic name is itself invalid. 
Accordingly, the name ESTHERIIDAE Claus, 1860, should be placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology in 
place of the later name ESTHERIIDAE Sars, 1900, while the description in that 
Index of the name ESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874, should be amended from 
““an Invalid Original Spelling for ESTHERINIDAE”’ to “‘ an Erroneous Subse- 
quent Spelling for ESTHERIIDAE ”’. 


5. Publication of the present application: The present application was 
published on 28th June 1957 (Mattox, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 206— 
209). The Prescribed Waiting Period therefore expired on 28th December 
LOSTE 


6. Comments Received : Two comments on this case were received in the 
Office of the Commission. Of the specialists concerned one (Talent) sup- 
ported the action now recommended, while the other (Tasch) expressed 
objection thereto. Further particulars of these comments are given in the 
immediately following paragraphs.! 


7. Support received from John A. Talent (Geological Survey of Victoria, 
Melbourne, Victoria, Australia): On i0th September 1957, Dr. John A. 
Talent (Geological Survey of Victoria, Melbourne, Victoria, Australia) addressed 
a communication to the Office of the Commission in which (subject to the 
minor corrections noted in paragraphs 3 and 4 above) he supported 
Dr. Mattox’s application in order thereby “to reinforce the generally 
accepted nomenclature of living and fossil Conchostraca ”’. 


8. Objection received from Paul Tasch (University of Wichita, Kansas, 
U.S.A.) : On 9th December 1957, Professor Paul Tasch (University of 
Wichita, Kansas, U.S.A.) entered an objection to the proposals submitted 
in this case. While agreeing that under the Régles the name Cyzicus Audouin 
was an available name and had priority over the name Jsaura Joly, Professor 
Tasch expressed the view that the name Cyzicus Audouin was “ worthless 
in a biological sense’’. To accept that name would mean :—“‘(a) The 
incomplete work of a scientific investigator is being accorded the same 
status as the completed (i.e. fully documented) work of that of any other 
investigator ; (b) we thus reintroduce the long-dead concept into science that 
even pseudo-fact, quasi-sense and nonsense can be made scientifically 
respectable by fiat, authority or appeal to mutually agreed-upon rules. 
I maintain that no decision can elevate the ‘worthless’ to any other status 
in scientific circles; (c) Audouin, who did not produce the evidence is 
to be the author of a scientific name, based on the work of Krynicki who did 
produce the evidence. I maintain this to be patently absurd.” Professor 
Tasch concluded his comment by asking that the International Commission 
should use its Plenary Powers to suppress the name Cyzicus Audouin, for 
the purpose of rendering available for use its junior subjective synonym 
Tsaura Joly. 


9. Voting Procedure proposed to be adopted : All the necessary formalities 
have been taken to place the Commission in a position to take a vote on 
Dr. Mattox’s proposal for the addition of the name Cyzicus Audouin to the 


1 For the full texts of the comments here referred to, see paragraphs 4 and 5 of the present 
Opinion. 
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Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, but this is not the case with 
Professor Tasch’s counter-proposal which involves the possible use of the 
Commission’s Plenary Powers. As that proposal has only just been received, 
the postponement of a vote on the present case until after six months Public 
Notice of Professor Tasch’s counter-proposal had been given would involve 
a considerable and, as it might later be found, quite unnecessary delay in the 
handling of the present case. In the circumstances I have come to the 
conclusion that the proper course would be for the Commission now to make 
a choice between (1) the acceptance of Dr. Mattox’s proposals, as amended 
in respect of the two minor points noted in paragraphs 3 and 4 above, and 
(2) the postponement of the present case until such time as. the formalities 
necessary to enable the Plenary Powers to be used as recommended in the 
counter-proposal submitted by Professor Tasch have been completed. Under 
this procedure it will be possible for the Commission to reach an immediate 
settlement of this case if it is impressed by the arguments brought forward 
by Dr. Mattox and the support given thereto by Dr. Talent. On the other 
hand, if the Commission is impressed by the arguments advanced by 
Professor Tasch, the vote now to be taken will provide it with an opportunity 
of giving expression to its views on this subject and will at the same time 
pave the way for the adoption at a later date of a decision under the Plenary 
Powers in the sense recommended by Professor Tasch. 


10. Form of Voting Paper now submitted : For the reasons set out above 
the Commission is being invited in the Voting Paper (V.P.(58)1) to vote for 
one or other of the following Alternatives :— 


(1) Alternative “A” (acceptance of Dr. Mattox’s proposals relating to the 
generic name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, subject to the two minor 
adjustments specified in paragraph 9 above) ; 


(2) Alternative ““ B”’ (postponement of a decision on the present case in 
order to make it possible at a later date to vote on the counter- 
proposal submitted by Professor Tasch that the Plenary Powers be 
used for the purpose of suppressing the name Cyzicus Audouin, 
1837, in favour of the name Isaura Joly, 1842). 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)1 : On 14th January 1958 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)1) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote for one or other of “‘ the undermentioned Alternative Proposals relating 
to the generic name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837 (Class Crustacea, Order Concho- 
straca) as set out in paragraph 10 of the paper bearing the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.) 955 submitted by the Secretary simultaneously with the present 
Voting Paper [i.e. in paragraph 10 of the paper reproduced in paragraph 6 of 
the present Opinion] :— 
(1) Alternative ‘A’ (acceptance of Dr. Mattox’s proposal relating to the 
generic name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, subject to the two minor 
adjustments specified in the above paragraph) ; 


(2) Alternative ‘ B’ (postponement of a decision on the present case in 
order to take into consideration at a later date the counter-proposal 
by Professor Tasch that the Plenary Powers be used to suppress 
the name Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, in favour of the name /saura Joly, 
1842.” 
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8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper wasissued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
14th April 1958. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)1 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)1 was 
as follows :— 


(a) In favour of Alternative ‘A’? (Mattox proposal as amended in two minor 
respects), eighteen (18) votes : 


Holthuis ; Prantl ; Hering ; Bonnet ; Jaczewski; Dymond ; Vokes ; 
Mertens ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming; Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera ; 
Hanko ; Kihnelt ; Riley ; Tortonese ; Boschma ; Key ; 


(b) In favour of Alternative “‘ B’’ (postponement to permit of the further 
examination of Tasch counter-proposal), five (5) votes : 


Lemche ; Mayr ; Bodenheimer ; do Amaral ; Stoll ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 15th April 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)1, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
as Alternative “A” in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and 
that the decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in 
the matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 21st May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)1. 


12. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


cristata, Dexia, Meigen, 1826, Syst. Beschr. bekannt. europ. zweifl. Ins. 5 : 41 
Cyzicus Audouin, 1837, Ann. Soc. ent. France 6 : x 


dahalacensis, Estheria, Riippell, 1837, in Straus-Durchheim, Abn. Senckenb. 
Mus. 2(2) : 126 


Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830, Mém. présentées Acad. roy. Sci. Inst. 
France 2: 305 


Estheria Riippell, 1837, in Straus-Durchheim, Abn. Senckenb. Mus. 2(2) :.117 
tetracera, Limnadia, Krynicki, 1830, Bull. Soc. imp. Nat. Moscou 2(11) : 176 


13. Reference for the selection of a type species of a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, Townsend (C.H.T.), 1916, Insecutor 
1830 Inscit. menstr. 4 : 7 


OPINION 553 239 


14. Original References for Family-Group Names: The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official 
Index of names of taxa belonging to the family-group category :— 


CYZICIDAE Stebbing, 1910, Ann. S. Afr. Mus. 6(4) : 486 
ESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874, in Hayden’s U.S. geol. geogr. Surv. : 618 


ESTHERIIDAE Claus, 1860, Beitr. z. Kenntn. der Entomostraken : 13 


15. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


16. *‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Three (553) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-First day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. : 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME ‘‘ HOPLITOPLACENTICERAS ”” AS FROM PAULCKE, 
1906 (CLASS CEPHALOPODA, ORDER AMMONOIDEA) AND 
DESIGNATION UNDER THE SAME POWERS OF A TYPE 
SPECIES FOR THE GENUS SO NAMED 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers (a) the generic name 
Hoplitoplacenticeras is hereby validated as from Paulcke, 1906, and (6) under 
the same Powers the nominal species Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906, is 
hereby designated as the type species of the above genus. 


(2) It is hereby directed that the nominal species Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 
1906, be interpreted by reference to the lectotype selected therefor by Wright 
(C.W.) (1957). 


(3) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1348 :— 


Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke, 1906, as validated under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(a) above (gender : neuter) (type species, by designation under the 
Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above: Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906, as 
interpreted by the lectotype specified in (2) above). 


(4) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1629 :— 


plasticus Paulcke, 1906, as published in the combination Hoplites plasticus, 
as interpreted by the lectotype specified in (2) above (specific name of type 
species of Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke, 1906). 


(5) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name 
No. 583 :— 


semicostatus Paulcke, 1906, as published in the combination Hoplites 
plasticus-semicostatus (a junior objective synonym of the nominate 
subspecies of the nominal species Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906, through 
the lectotype for that nominal species specified in (2) above). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 8th January 1957 Mr. C. W. Wright (London) submitted to the Office of 
the Commission the following application for the use of the Plenary Powers 
for the purpose (a) of validating the generic name Hoplitoplacenticeras (Class 
Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea) as from Paulcke, 1906, and (b) of desig- 
nating for the genus so named a type species in harmony with accustomed 
usage :— 

Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the generic name 

** Hoplitoplacenticeras ’’ (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea) 
(Upper Cretaceous) as from Paulcke, 1906, and to determine its type 
species 


By C. W. WRIGHT 


(London) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to give a direction as to the interpreta- 
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tion of the nominal species Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906, the type species 
of the genus Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke, 1906, and, having done so, to place 
the name of that genus on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology. 


2. In 1906 W. Paulcke described and figured a series of ammonites from the 
Upper Cretaceous Campanian stage in Patagonia. Among them was a 
group of forms which he regarded as transitional between the genera Hoplites 
Neumayr, 1875, and Placenticeras Meek, 1876. He headed the section of his 
paper which dealt with this group (: 12-54) ‘“‘Hoplites-Placenticeras”’ but 
later had a heading “‘Hoplito-Placenticeras’’. He explains (: 17) that these 
“transitional”? forms can be described as “Hoplitoplacenticeras”’ : those 
that show strong hoplitoid characteristics might, he suggested, be written 
with the “‘ Hoplito-” portion in roman, and the “-placenticeras ’’ portion in 
italic type, while the reverse method might be employed for those with 
placenticeratoid characteristics. Paulcke’s ideas are so peculiar that I annexe 
below a facsimile of the passage in question :— 


Facsimile of the first complete paragraph on page 183 
(= page 17 of separate) of Paulcke’s paper 


Zwischenformen zwischen Hoplites und Placenticeras wiirden 
dementsprechend als Hoplitoplacenticeras bezeichnet. Wiegen Ho- 
plitenmerkmale vor, so wire der Name AHoplitoplacenticeras zu 
schreiben, wiegen Placenticeratenmerkmale vor, so miisste Hoplito- 
placenticeras stehen. — Bei etwa Gleichwertigkeit der Merkmale 
wiirde kein Name hervorgehoben. — Als Beispiel eines echten 
Placenticeras wire Placenticeras placenta MEEK anzufiihren, wihrend 
Placenticeras pacificum SMITH nach obigen Auseinandersetzungen als 
Hoplitoplacenticeras zu bezeichnen ware. - Untér dem vorliegenden 
Material wiirden die Formen des plasticus-laevis als Hoplitoplacenti- 
ceras bezeichnet werden kénnen, wenn man es nicht vorzieht, sie 
einfach noch Hoplites zu nennen. 


3. Despite these generic names Paulcke described all his new species and 
subspecies of the group simply as “‘Hoplites”. He refers (: 20) to the 
‘“Gruppe des Hoplites plasticus Paulcke”’ and the following “ Unter- 
gruppen ” :— 


“‘Hoplites plasticus-Hauthali ” 
plasticus-crassus ” 
plasticus-costatus ”’ 
plasticus-semicostatus ”’ 
plasticus-laevis ” 


After preliminary discussion of each “‘ Untergruppe”’ he describes each in 
the form normal for specific or subspecific descriptions, but describes no 
H. plasticus plasticus. 


4. Cossman (1907 : 239) in a footnote to Sayn’s review of Paulcke’s paper 
pointed out that these proposals (paragraph 3 above) were completely con- 
trary to the accepted rules of nomenclature. 
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5. However, the generic name Hoplitoplacenticeras, so spelt, has come into 
general use and is attributed to Paulcke. Spath used it in 1922 (: 111). Diener 
in his Fossilium Catalogus volume lists it and gives as type species ‘‘Hoplites 
plasticus Paulcke’’. Roman (1938 : 505) describes it and gives as type species 
“‘Hoplites plasticus Paulcke’’. Usher (1952 : 93) describes a new species and 
gives as type species of the genus “Hoplites plasticus-hauthali Paulcke”’. In 
1953 Spath refers to the genus and sets out the peculiar history of the name, 
described in paragraphs 2 to 3 above. He mentions also the name Dechenoceras, 
listed by Kayser in 1924 as the generic name of the species Ammonites 
coesfeldiensis Schlueter, 1867, a species which Spath and other authors regard 
as congeneric with the plasticus group. All the forms figured and described 
by Paulcke were so described in a way appropriate to subspecies, that is, as 
trinominals, apart from the fact that he linked the subspecific to the specific 
name with a hyphen. Clearly, he regarded them all as subspecies of one 
species which would consequently be the type species of his genus by 
monotypy. 


6. Kayser’s work is a textbook. The name Dechenoceras appears twice 
(: 175, 176), in the combination “‘Dechenoceras coesfeldiense Schliiter ’’, in 
lists of characteristic fossils. To the best of my knowledge the name has not 
appeared before or since, except in the reference by Spath, quoted in paragraph 
5 above. It is possible that Kayser quoted it from the manuscript of a 
colleague in the expectation that the name would have been validated in print 
before the publication of his own book. 


7. Despite the irregularity of its publication the name Hoplitoplacenticeras 
is in general use. Confusion would be caused if it were to be replaced by 
Dechenoceras or some new name and no damage would be done to the name 
of any other animal if the name Hoplitoplacenticeras were to continue in use. 
It would be both logical and desirable that the name should continue to be 
attributed to Paulcke, in whose paper are to be found descriptions of a 
number of forms of the genus. 


8. Paulcke described no nominate subspecies for his nominal species 
Hoplites plasticus and one of his subspecific names must therefore become 
synonymous with the nominate one. Usher’s mention of Hoplites plasticus- 
hauthali, referred to above, may have been intended as a selection of hauthali 
as a synonym of Hoplites plasticus plasticus but, if it was so intended, his 
words cannot be accepted as a selection, if that term is rigidly construed. In 
1953, however, Spath in the paper referred to in paragraph 5 above stated 
that “it is advisable to select a definite type species of Hoplitoplacenticeras 
from among the various plasticus forms of Paulcke and I propose to take as 
typical H. plasticus the species represented by Paulcke’s pl. xiii, figs. 1, ia—d 
(1906, p. 2041 = “AH. plasticus-semicostatus’’) which is intermediate between 
the extremes, H. hauthali and H. laevis’’. I believe that the foregoing selection 
by Spath might be held to be valid, Spath clearly believing some or all of 
Paulcke’s named forms as representing full species. In anticipation, however, 
of the possibility that the Commission might take the view that, rigidly 
construed, a formal lectotype selection for the nominal species Hoplites 
plasticus Paulcke is required, I hereby select as the lectotype of that species 
the specimen figured as Hoplites plasticus-semicostatus by Paulcke as figures 
1, la, and 1b on plate XIII(4) of his paper. 


The page numbered “‘ 204 ”’ in Paulcke’s paper was published in the serial Ber. naturforsch. 


Ges. of Freiburg. The same page bearing the number 38 appeared in the better-known 
separately-paged off print. 
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9. No family-group-name problem arises in the present case, the genus 
Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke being currently placed in the family 
PLACENTICERATIDAE Hyatt, 1900 (type genus: Placenticeras (emend. of 
Placentoceras) Meek, 1870). 


10. I therefore invite the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to validate the generic name Hoplitoplacenticeras 
as from Paulcke, 1906, with the nominal species Hoplites plasticus 
Paulcke, 1906, as type species ; 


(2) to direct that the nominal species Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906, be 
interpreted by the lectotype selection made in paragraph 8 above ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of 

Generic Names in Zoology :— 

Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke, 1906, as validated under the Plenary 
Powers in (1) above (gender : neuter) (type species, by designation 
under the Plenary Powers in (1) above : Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 
1906, as interpreted in (2) above) ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


plasticus Paulcke, 1906, as published in the combination Hoplites 
plasticus and interpreted as prescribed in (2) above (specific name 
of type species of Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke, 1906) ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


semicostatus Paulcke, 1906, as published in the combination Hoplites 
plasticus-semicostatus (a junior objective synonym of the nominate 
subspecies of Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906, through the lecto- 
type selection approved in (2) above). 
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Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Mr. Wright’s 
application the question of the possible use of the Plenary Powers for the 
purpose of validating the generic name Hoplitoplacenticeras as from Paulcke, 
1906, was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.)1197. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 11th March 1957 and was published on 28th June of the 
same year in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Wright, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 221-224). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 28th June 1957 (a) in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Wright’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given also to four general zoological serial publications and 
to three palaeontological serials in Europe and America. 


5. No Objection Received : Neither the publication of the present application 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature nor the issue of Public Notices in 
‘regard thereto elicited any objection from any source to the action proposed. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)70 : On 30th December 1957, a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)70) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “‘the proposal relating to the generic 
name Hoplitoplacenticeras as from Paulcke, 1906 (Class Cephalopoda, Order 
Ammonoidea), as set out in Points (1) to (5) in paragraph 10 on pages 223-224 
in Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature’’ {i.e. in the Points 
numbered as above in paragraph 10 of the paper reproduced in the first para- 
graph of the present Opinion]. 


7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
30th March 1958. 


8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)70 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)70 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Mayr; Boschma; Hering; Mertens; Prantl; Vokes ; 
Lemche ; do Amaral ; Bonnet ; Jaczewski ; Dymond ; Hank6 ; Key ; 
Bodenheimer ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Stoll ; 
Tortonese ; Kiihnelt ; Riley ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller ; 
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(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (A): 
Cabrera. 


9. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 31st March 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)70, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 22nd May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)70. 


11. Original References for Generic and Specific Names: The following 
are the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 
Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke, 1906, Ber. naturforsch. Ges. Freiburg 15 : 183 

(p. 17 of separate) 
plasticus, Hoplites, Paulcke, 1906, Ber. naturforsch. Ges. Freiburg 15 : 186 

(p. 20 of separate) 
semicostatus, Hoplites plasticus, Paulcke, 1906, Ber. naturforsch. Ges. Freiburg 

15 : 203-204 (pp. 37-38 of separate) 


12. Reference for the selection of a lectotype for a nominal species : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a lectotype for a nominal species 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 

For Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906 Wright (C.W.), 1957, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 13 : 223, paragraph 8 


13. Family-Group-Name Aspects: The applicant reports (paragraph 9 of 
the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion) that no 
family-group-name problem arises in the present case, the genus Hoplitoplacenti- 
ceras Paulcke, 1906, being currently placed in the family PLACENTICERATIDAE 
Hyatt, 1900. 


14. Compliance with Peeserihed Procedures : The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 

15. *‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Four (554) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 

Done in London, this Twenty-Second day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 

Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 
FRANCIS HEMMING 
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAMES ‘‘ KOTOCERAS ” KOBAYASHI, 1934 (CLASS CEPHALO- 
PODA, ORDER NAUTILOIDEA) AND ‘* DAMESITES ”’ 
MATSUMOTO, 1942 (CLASS CEPHALOPODA, 

ORDER AMMONOIDEA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the generic name Kotoceras 
Yabe, 1927 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea) is hereby suppressed 
for the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Damesites Matsumoto, 1942, as validated by the suppression under the 
Plenary Powers in (1) above of its senior objective synonym Kotoceras 
Yabe, 1927 (gender : masculine) (type species, by original designation : 
Desmoceras damesi Jimbo, 1894) (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammono- 
idea) (Name No. 1349) ; 


(b) Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934, as validated by the suppression under the 
Plenary Powers in (1) above of its senior homonym Kotoceras Yabe, 
1927 (gender : neuter) (type species, by original designation : Kotoceras 
typicum Kobayashi, 1934) (Class Cephalopoda, Order Nautiloidea) 
(Name No. 1350) ; 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) damesi Jimbo, 1894, as published in the combination Desmoceras damesi 
(specific name of type species of Damesites Matsumoto, 1942) (Name 
No. 1630) ; 


(b) typicum Kobayashi, 1934, as published in the combination Kotoceras 
typicum (specific name of type species of Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934) 
(Name No. 1631). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1264 :— 
Kotoceras Yabe, 1927 (as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) above). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 3lst January 1957, Mr. C. W. Wright (London) submitted the following 
application in which he asked the International Commission to use its Plenary 
Powers to suppress the generic name Kotoceras Yabe, 1927 (Class Cephalopoda, 
Order Ammonoidea), thereby validating both its junior objective synonym 
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Damesites Matsumoto, 1942, and also its junior homonym Kotoceras Kobayashi, 
1934 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Nautiloidea) :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name ‘‘ Kotoceras ”’ 
Yabe, 1927, for the purpose of. validating the names ‘‘ Kotoceras ”’ 
Kobayashi, 1934 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Nautiloidea) and 
‘* Damesites ’’ Matsumoto, 1942 (Class Cephalopoda, 
Order Ammonoidea) 


By C. W. WRIGHT 
(London) 


The purpose of this application is to secure the current usage of the two 
generic names Damesites Matsumoto, 1942 (Class Cephalopoda, Order 
Ammonoidea) and Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934 (Class Cephalopoda, Order 
Nautiloidea). Both of these names are threatened by the existence of the 
name Kotoceras Yabe, of which Damesites Matsumoto on a strict application 
of the rules is a junior synonym and Kotoceras Kobayashi is a junior 
homonym. 


2. In 1927 Yabe published in lists and without any description a new 
generic name for a group of Upper Cretaceous ammonites of the family 
DESMOCERATIDAE, in the following terms :— 


(in a list on p. 36) “‘ ‘ Desmoceras’ (Kotoceras, Yabe MS) damesi Jimbo 
a (Gee ) laeve Yabe (MS nom.) ” 


Desmoceras’ (Kétoceras*) damesi Jimbo 
9 ( 99 ) laeve* Yabe 
3 eras: ) semicostatum* Yabe”’ 


(on the explanation of plate 7, fig. 9 a, b) 
‘* Kotoceras (gen. noy.) damesi”’ 
(in this work an asterisk denotes a MS name) 


ceo G 


(in a list on p. 44) 


3. Since the nominal genus or subgenus Kotoceras was published in 1927 
and included a valid species (Desmoceras damesi Jimbo, 1894 : 172) it is 
presumably nomenclatorially available, despite the unsatisfactory nature of 
its establishment and the apparent intention of its author that it should 
remain a provisional name for the time being. 


4. In 1934 Kobayashi (: 391) published as a new nominal genus Kotoceras, 
for a group of Palaeozoic nautiloids, with, as originally designated type species, 
the new species K. typicum Kobayashi (: 392). 


5. In 1935 Shimizu, in a work on the Upper Cretaceous cephalopods of 
Japan, refers frequently to zones named after various species of Kotoceras 
and on page 179 writes :— 


Kotoceras damesi (Jimbo). Kotoceras was created by YABE with 
Desmoceras damesi Jimbo as its genotype... 


Shimizu, however, gave no description or differentiation of the genus. 


6. In 1942 Matsumoto (: 24), under the impression that Kotoceras Yabe 
was invalid and that consequently Kotoceras Kobayashi was valid, established 
a new nominal genus Damesites for the Upper Cretaceous ammonite group in 
question, type species by original designation Desmoceras damesi Jimbo, 1894. 
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7. The name Damesites is now in general use, for example in numerous 
papers by Matsumoto on Japanese Cretaceous faunas, in the Ammonoidea 
volume of the Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology and in a recent work by 
Spath (1953 : 42) who refers to “ Damesites Matsumoto, 1943 (=Kotoceras, 
Shimizu, 1935 non Kobayashi, 1934)”. Undesirable confusion would be 
caused if the validity of Kotoceras Yabe, 1927, set up in such an indeter- 
minate manner, were to be confirmed, with the consequences that Kotoceras 
Kobayashi would have to be renamed and that Damesites Matsumoto would 
fall into synonymy with Kotoceras Yabe. 


8. No family-group-name problem arises in connection with either of the 
generic names dealt with in the present application, neither of which has been 
taken as the base for a family-group name. The genus Damesites Matsumoto 
is currently placed in the family DESMOCERATIDAE, while, as regards Kotoceras 
Kobayashi, it is not at present possible to form a judgment as to its family 
position. 


9. It is recommended therefore that the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature should, in exercise of its Plenary Powers :— 


(1) suppress the name Kotoceras Yabe, 1927, for purposes of both the 
Law of Homonymy and the Law of Priority ; 


(2) place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Damesites Matsumoto, 1942 (gender : masculine) (type species 
by original designation : Desmoceras damesi Jimbo, 1894) ; 


(b) Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934 (gender: neuter) (type species by 
original designation : Kotoceras typicum Kobayashi, 1934) ; 


(3) place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) damesi Jimbo,1894, as published in the combination Desmocera 
damesi (specific name of type species of Damesites Matsumoto, 
1942) ; 


(b) typicum Kobayashi, 1934, as published in the combination 
Kotoceras typicum (specific name of type species of Kotoceras 
Kobayashi, 1934) ; 


(4) place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology :— 


Kotoceras Yabe, 1927, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers 
in (1) above. 


References 


Jimbo, K., 1894: “‘ Beitrage zur Kenntniss der Fauna der Kreideformation 
von Hokkaido ”’, Pal. Abhandl. 6 (N.F.2) (3) : 149-194 


Kobayashi, T., 1934: “‘ The Cambro-Ordovician Formations and Faunas 
of South Chosen’’, ‘‘ Palaeontology, Part I. Middle Ordovician 
Faunas”’, J. Fac. Sci., imp. Univ. Tokyo [2] 3 : 329-519 
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belonging to the Subfamily Desmoceratinae ”’, Proc. imp. Acad. Japan 
18 : 24-29 
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Shimizu, S., 1935 : ““ The Upper Cretaceous Cephalopods of Japan, Part 1”’, 
J. Shanghai Sci. Inst. (2) 1 : 159-226 


Spath, L. F., 1953 : “‘ The Upper Cretaceous Cephalopod Fauna of Graham 
Land ”’, Falkland Islands Dependencies Survey, Sci. Rep. 3 


Yabe, H., 1927: “‘ Cretaceous Stratigraphy of the Japanese Islands”, Sci. 
Rep. Tohoku imp. Univ. (2) 11 : 27-100 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Mr. Wright’s 
application, the question of the possible use of the Plenary Powers for the 
purpose of validating the generic names Damesites Matsumoto, 1942 (Class 
Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea) and Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934 (Class 
Cephalopoda, Order Nautiloidea) by suppressing the earlier name Kotoceras 
Yabe, 1927, was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1201. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 11th March 1957 and was published on 28th June of the same 
year in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Wright, 
1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 225-227). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 28th June 1957 (a) in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Wright’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given also to four general zoological serial publications and to 
three palaeontological serials in Europe and America. 


5. No Objection Received : Neither the publication of the present application 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature nor the issue of Public Notices in 
regard thereto elicited any objection from any source to the action proposed. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)71 : On 30th December 1957, a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)71) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic 
names Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934, and Damesites Matsumoto, 1942 (Class 
Cephalopoda), as set out in Points (1) to (4) in paragraph 9 on pages 226-227 
in Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ’’ (i.e. in the Points 
numbered as above in paragraph 9 of the application reproduced in the first 
paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 30th 
March 1958. 


8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)71 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)71 
was as follows :— 
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(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Mayr; Boschma; Hering; Mertens; Prantl; Vokes ; 
Lemche ; do Amaral; Bonnet; Jaczewski; Dymond; Hanké ; 
Bodenheimer ; Key ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming ; Sylvester-Bradley ; 
Stoll ; Tortonese ; Kiihnelt ; Riley ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 


None ; 

(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller ; 

(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1) : 


Cabrera. 


9. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 3lst March 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)71, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘*‘ Opinion ”’ : On 22nd May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
-accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 

in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)71. 


11. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


damesi, Desmoceras, Jimbo, 1894, Pal. Abhandl. 6 (N.F. 2)(3) : 172 
Damesites Matsumoto, 1942, Proc. imp. Acad. Japan 18 : 24 
_Kotoceras Yabe, 1927, Sci. Rep. Tohoku imp. Univ. (2) 11 : 36, 44, expl. 7 
Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934, J. Fac. Sci. imp. Univ. Tokyo (2) 3 : 391 
typicum, Kotoceras, Kobayashi, 1934, J. Fac. Sci. imp. Univ. Tokyo (2) 3 : 392 


12. Family-Group-Name Aspects : The applicant has reported (paragraph 8 
of the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion) that 
neither of the nominal genera involved in this case has been taken as the type 
genus of a family-group taxon. 


13. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
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under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


14. ‘* Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Five (555) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-Second day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF A TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE NOMINAL 
GENUS ‘‘ LABECERAS ” SPATH, 1925 (CLASS CEPHALOPODA, 
ORDER AMMONOIDEA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers (a) all selections of type species 
for the nominal genus Labeceras Spath, 1925 (Class Cephalopoda, Order 
Ammonoidea) made prior to the present Ruling are hereby set aside, and 
(b) the nominal species Labeceras bryani Whitehouse, 1926, is hereby designated 
as the type species of the above genus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Number 1351 :— 


Labeceras Spath, 1925 (gender : neuter) (type species, by designation under 
the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Labeceras bryani Whitehouse, 1926) 


(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1632 :— 


bryani Whitehouse, 1926, as published in the combination Labeceras bryani 
(specific name of type species of Labeceras Spath, 1925). 


(4) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 266 :— 


LABECERATIDAE Spath, 1925 (type genus : Labeceras Spath, 1925) 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 24th July 1956 Mr. C. W. Wright (London) submitted the following 
application for the designation by the International Commission under its 
Plenary Powers of a type species in harmony with accustomed usage for 
Labeceras Spath, 1925 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), a nominal 
genus considered to have been established by its author on a misidentified type 
species :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to designate a type species in harmony 
with accustomed use for ‘‘ Labeceras ’’ Spath, 1925 (Class Cephalopoda, 
Order Ammonoidea), a genus based upon a misidentified type species 


By C. W. WRIGHT 
(London) 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers under the Special 
Procedure prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology (1950, Bull. 
zool. Nomencl, 4 : 158-159) for use in connection with nominal genera based 
upon misidentified type species to designate a type species in harmony with 
accustomed usage for the genus Labeceras Spath, 1925 (Class Cephalopoda, 
Order Ammonoidea). 


2. The genus Labeceras was established by Spath (1925: 179, 191) as 
“ex Whitehouse MS ” with three nominal species included in it, L. plasticum 


SMITHSONIAN , 2; 
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Spath, L. taylori (Etheridge) and L. laqueus (Etheridge). Spath designated as 
** genotype”? a specimen “‘ BM C25355, the suture line of which I have 
figured in plate 31, fig. 7 ”’ as ““Labeceras sp. nov.”’. Since this type designation 
was not of a nominal species it was invalid. 


3. In 1926 Whitehouse published the paper referred to by Spath as being 
in manuscript. In it he described ( : 226) Labeceras as a new genus and 
designated as genotype ““Labeceras papulatum sp.nov.”’. Spath’s establishment 
of the genus in the previous year was valid despite the invalid designation of 
a type species, since the date was before 1931. Consequently Whitehouse’s 
designation as type species of a nominal species which was not one of Spath’s 
originally included species was invalid. 


4. In 1938 Roman (: 52) designated as type species ‘““Labeceras taylori 
Etheridge ’’ and gave as reference “(Rec. Australian Museum, t. VII, pl. 
XLVI, 1909)”. This designation of one of Spath’s originally included species 
would seem to be valid. However, Whitehouse had already (1926: 227) 
pointed out that Etheridge had in 1909 been mistaken in identifying, under 
the name “Crioceras taylori Etheridge fil.” his specimens from the Albian 
Tambo Series with Ancyloceras taylori Etheridge fil., 1892 (: 498, pl. 42, 
fig. 13) from the much earlier Roma Series. Whitehouse (1926) had conse- 
quently renamed Etheridge’s 1909 specimens as Labeceras bryani (: 227, 
pl. xxxix, fig. 4a, b). 


5. Roman, by his reference, made it clear that he intended by “L. taylori 
Etheridge ” the taxonomic form represented by Etheridge’s 1909 figures, 
which, unlike the form in Etheridge’s 1892 figures, falls within the genus 
Labeceras as described by Spath. The form represented in the 1892 figures 
cannot at present be determined generically with certainty but it belongs to 
some genus of Aptian ANCYLOCERATIDAE. To treat this form as type species 
of the now well known and clearly circumscribed Albian genus Labeceras, 
as would be necessary on a strict application of the Rules, would cause quite 
unnecessary confusion, by making it necessary to synonymise Labeceras 
with some genus as yet undetermined of ANCYLOCERATIDAE and to give a new 
name to the taxonomic group now known as Labeceras, which is moreover 
the type genus of the family LABECERATIDAE Spath, 1925 (: 191). 


6. One of the species originally included by Spath should obviously be the 
type species. L. plasticum Spath and L. laqueum (Etheridge fil.) are unam- 
biguous! nominal species but L. bryani Whitehouse, 1926 (=Crioceras taylori 
Etheridge fil., 1909 non Ancyloceras taylori Etheridge fil., 1892 ; = Labeceras 
taylori (Etheridge) in Spath, 1925) is without doubt the taxonomic group that 
was in the mind of Roman when he designated “‘L. taylori Etheridge ” as the 
type species of Labeceras. 


7. I therefore suggest that it would be most in accord with the spirit of the 
Rules and would cause least confusion if ZL. bryani Whitehouse were 


1The applicant has explained that the expression ““ unambiguous” as employed in 
paragraph 6 of the application was designed to show that the two species concerned 
were clearly not intended by Roman to typify the genus Labeceras Spath, while the 
species which Spath did so intend is ambiguous in the sense explained by the references 
given in parentheses in lines 3, 4 and 5 in paragraph 6 and by paragraph 5. This was 
made clear in a note (Note 5) annexed to the Voting Paper issued in this case. 
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designated as type species and I invite the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature— 


(1) under the Special Procedure prescribed by the International Congress 
of Zoology for use in the case of genera considered to have been 
based upon misidentified type species, to use its Plenary Powers to 
set aside all selections of type species for the genus Labeceras Spath, 
1925, made before the Ruling now asked for and to designate 
Labeceras bryani Whitehouse, 1926, to be the type species of the 
foregoing genus ; 


(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology :— 


Labeceras Spath, 1925 (gender : neuter) (type species by designation 
under the Plenary Powers as proposed in (1) above : Labeceras 
bryani Whitehouse, 1926) ; 


(3) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology :— 


bryani Whitehouse, 1926, as published in the combination Labeceras 
bryani (specific name of type species of Labeceras Spath, 1925) ; 
(4) to place on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 
LABECERATIDAE Spath, 1925. 
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East Africa’, Ann. Transvaal. Mus. 11 (3) : 179-200, pl. 28-37 


Whitehouse, F. W., 1926 : The Cretaceous Ammonoidea of Eastern Australia, 
Mem. Queensland Mus. 8 (3) : 195-242, pl. 34-41 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Mr. Wright’s 
application the question of the possible use of the Plenary Powers for the 
purpose of designating a type species in harmony with established usage for 
the genus Labeceras Spath, 1925 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea) 
was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.)1154. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 11th March 1957 and was published on 28th June of the 
Same year in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Wright, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 213-215). 
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4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 28th June 1957 (a) in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Wright’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications and to 
three palaeontological serials in Europe and America. 


5. Support received from D. T. Donovan : On 6th September 1957 Dr. D. T. 
Donovan (Department of Geology, University of Bristol, Bristol) addressed to 
the Office of the Commission the following letter in support of Mr. Wright’s 
application (Donovan, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 308) :— 


I am writing to support Mr. C. W. Wright’s application to the Inter- 
national Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to designate Labeceras 
bryani Whitehouse, 1926, as the type species of the genus Labeceras Spath, 
1925" 


6. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed in the 
present case was received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)76 : On 30th December 1957 a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)76) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic 
name Labeceras Spath, 1925, as set out in Points (1) to (4) in paragraph 7 
on pages 214 to 215 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ” 
[i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 7 of the application repro- 
duced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issue 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 30t 
March 1958. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)76 : At the close of th 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the ce on Voting Paper V.P. (57)7 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) Com 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Mayr; Boschma; Hering; Mertens; Prantl; Vokes 
Lemche; do Amaral; Bonnet; Dymond; Jaczewski; Hanko 
Bodenheimer ; Key; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming ; Sylvester-Bradley 
Stoll ; Tortonese ; Kiihnelt ; Riley ; 

(b) Negative Votes : 

None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1) : 
Cabrera. 
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10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 3lst March 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for 
the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)76, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’: On 23rd 
May 1958 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in 
complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)76. 


12. Original References for Generic and Specific Names: The following 
are the original references for the generic name and the specific name placed 
on the Official Lists for taxa of the genus and species category respectively 
by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


bryani, Labeceras, Whitehouse, 1926, Mem. Queensland Mus. 8 : 227, pl. xxxix, 
figs. 4a, b 


Labeceras Spath, 1925, Ann. Transvaal Mus. 11 : 179, 191 


13. Original Reference for a Family-Group Name: The following is the 
original reference for the family-group name placed on the Official List of 
names of taxa belonging to the family-group category by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion :— 


LABECERATIDAE Spath, 1925, Ann. Transvaal Mus. 11: 191 


14. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures: The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


15. ‘* Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Six (556) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-Third day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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Professor Pierre BONNET (Université de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950) 

Mr. Norman Denbigh RiLey (British Museum (Natural History), London) (9th June 1950) 

Professor Tadeusz JACZEWSKI (Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, Poland) 
(15th June 1950) 

Professor Robert MERTENS (Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt a.M., 
Germany) (Sth July 1950) 

Professor Erich Martin HERING (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin, Germany) 
(Sth July 1950) 

Senhor Dr. Afranio do AMARAL (S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) (Vice-President) 

Professor J. R. DYMOND (University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August 1953) 

Professor J. Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 
(President) 

Professor Harold E. Voxes (University of Tulane, Department of Geology, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 

Professor Béla HANKO (Mezégazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th August 1953) 

Dr. Norman R. STOLL (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th 
August 1953) 

Mr. P. C. SYLVESTER-BRADLEY (Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953) 

Dr. i053) Ho LtuHuls (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (12th August 

Dr. K. H. L. Key (Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation, Canberra, A.C.T., 
Australia) (15th October 1954) 

Dr. Alden H. MILLER (Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California, U.S.A.) (29th 
October 1954) 

Sao Ferdinand PRANTL (Ndrodni Museum V Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia) (30th October 


Professor Dr. Wilhelm KUHNELT (Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Vienna, Austria) (6th Nov- 
ember 1954) 

Professor F. S. BODENHEIMER (The Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) (11th November 1954) 

Professor Ernst Mayr (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954) 

Professor Enrico TORTONESE (Museo di Storia Naturale ‘‘ G. Doria”’, Genova, Italy) (16th December 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF A TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE NOMINAL 
GENUS ‘‘ CALYCOCERAS ” HYATT, 1900 (CLASS 
CEPHALOPODA, ORDER AMMONOIDEA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers (a) all selections of type species 
for the nominal genus Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900 (Class Cephalopoda, Order 
Ammonoidea) made prior to the present Ruling are hereby set aside and 
(b) the nominal species Ammonites navicularis Mantell, 1822, is hereby 
designated as the type species of the foregoing genus. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900 (gender : neuter) (type species, by designation 
under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above: Ammonites navicularis 
Mantell, 1822) (Name No. 1352) ; 


(b) Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903 (gender: neuter) (type species, by original 
designation : Ammonites mantelli Sowerby (J.), 1814) (Name No. 1353) ; 


(c) Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923 (gender: neuter) (type species, by original 
designation : Ammonites pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 1896) (Name 
No. 1354). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally 
specified below :— 


(a) navicularis Mantell, 1822, as published in the combination Ammonites 
navicularis (specific name of type species of Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900) 
(Name No. 1633) ; 


(b) mantelli Sowerby (J.), 1814, as published in the combination Ammonites 
mantelli (specific name of type species of Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903) 
(Name No. 1634) ; 


(c) pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 1896, as published in the combination 
Ammonites pentagonus (specific name of type species of Eucalycoceras 
Spath, 1923) (Name No. 1635) ; 


(d) subgentoni Spath, 1926, as published in the combination Mantelliceras 
subgentoni (Name No. 1636) ; 


(e) cantianus Spath, 1926, as published in the combination Mantelliceras 
cantianum (Name No. 1637). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
1265 :— 


Metacalycoceras Spath, 1926 (a junior objective synonym of Calycoceras 
Hyatt, 1900). 


(5) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 267 :— 


MANTELLICERATIDAE Hyatt, 1903 (type genus : Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903) 


SMITHSONIAN 
INSTITUTION APR 3 0 1 


268 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS 
I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 9th September 1956, Mr. C. W. Wright (London) submitted the following 
application containing a request for the use by the Commission of its Plenary 
Powers for the purpose of designating a type species in harmony with accustomed 
usage for the nominal genus Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900 (Class Cephalopoda, 
Order Ammonoidea) :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to designate for the genus 
‘** Calycoceras ’? Hyatt, 1900 (Class Cephalopoda, 
Order Ammonoidea) a type species in 
harmony with existing practice 


By C. W. WRIGHT 
(London) 


The object of the present application is to ask the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to designate for the 
genus Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea) a 
type species in harmony with accustomed usage, in order to avoid confusion. 
The facts of the case are set out in the following paragraphs. At the same 
time proposals are made for the addition to the Official List of Generic Names 
in Zoology of the following generic names, both of which, as will be seen, are 
involved in the present case ; (a) Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903 (: 113), of which 
the type species by original designation is Ammonites mantelli Sowerby (J.), 
1814 (1 : 119, pl. 55) ; (b) Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923 (: 144), of which the type 
species by original designation is Ammonites pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 1896 
(@ USK, old 1s 1), 


2. Hyatt when setting up (1900 : 589) the nominal genus Calycoceras 
designated as type species ““C. (Amm.) naviculare Sharpe sp.”. The species 
navicularis was, however, established by Mantell (1822 : 198, pl. 22, fig. 5) 
and not by Sharpe. The latter (1853-1857 : 38, pl. 18, figs. 1-3, 5, 8) assigned 
to navicularis Mantell several forms, of which he figured two, now ascribed 
to two species both distinct from navicularis Mantell ; they are now known as 
Calycoceras subgentoni (Spath) (1926 : 83) and Mantelliceras cantianum Spath 
(1926 : 82). In view of the terms of Hyatt’s designation of a type species for 
Calycoceras there is doubt which of the three nominal species mentioned 
should be regarded as type. 


3. Hyatt did not suggest that any or all of Sharpe’s specimens were 
specifically distinct from that of Mantell, but, as was his habit apparently, used 
Sharpe’s figures as typical of the species in preference to the poor figure of 
Mantell, referring the nominal species deliberately or in error to Sharpe. 
Indeed it is clear from later remarks (1903 : 113) that Hyatt interpreted the 
species navicularis widely and regarded all of Sharpe’s specimens as being 
conspecific. 


4, Pervinquiére (1907 : 280) gave a clear diagnosis of the genus Calycoceras 
in terms which would include both Ammonites navicularis Mantell and 
Calycoceras subgentoni (Spath). He did not mention a type species. Boule, 
Lemoine and Thevenin (1907 : 11 (31)) noted in passing that ‘““Acanthoceras 
naviculare Mantell’’ had been made the type species of Calycoceras b 
Hyatt. 
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5. Spath in 1921 (: 315), in the belief that Mantell’s figured specimen of 
Ammonites navicularis was not identifiable, chose as “lectotype” of 
navicularis the original of Sharpe’s plate 18, figs. 1 and 8 (British Museum 
specimen no. 36834) (see below). In 1926 Spath (a) (: 82) named the originals 
of Sharpe’s plate 18, figs. 1 and 2 Mantelliceras cantianum ; (b) (: 83) stated 
that “‘in its original sense Calycoceras is synonymous with Mantelliceras ”’ 
(presumably on the assumption that the genus was essentially fixed to 
Sharpe’s interpretation of the species navicularis and that that species was 
essentially fixed to the taxonomic group represented by the original of 
Sharpe’s plate 18, figs. 1 and 2) ; (c) named the original of Sharpe’s plate 18, 
fig. 3 swbgentoni and assigned it to the genus Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923 
(: 144) ; (d) stated that Mantell’s Ammonites navicularis might be identical 
with ““Amm. laxicosta Lamarck (including Amm. navicularis d’Orbigny, loc. 
cit., pl. ciii)”’ ; (e€) proposed “the new name Metacalycoceras gen. nov.” 
for the group of navicularis Mantell—laxicosta Lamarck “ because it is 
also impossible to use the generic name Calycoceras for this stock ’’, “ type 
to be the example figured by d’Orbigny ”’. 


6. Subsequently Spath (1937 : 277-279) (a) stated that, contrary to his 
earlier (e.g. 1921 : 315) view, Mantell’s type specimen of navicularis was 
identifiable and gave a new description of the species ; (b) stated that Mantell’s 
species was distinct from Ammonites laxicosta Lamarck ; (c) stated that “‘ The 
genus Calycoceras can be considered monotypic, for it was defined in 1903 to 
apply to a definite form, and if Sharpe’s A. navicularis, the genotype, 
subsequently turned out to comprise two distinct species, clearly the one 
form envisaged by Hyatt must be selected as the lectotype. Mantelliceras 
cantianum thus is valid but not the selection of 1921. This does away with 
the objection that Calycoceras * cannot now be used’ and Metacalycoceras, 
therefore, becomes a synonym of Calycoceras. It also follows that the original 
of Sharpe’s fig. 3 (and 5?) cannot be referred to Eucalycoceras, being the 
type of Calycoceras (C. subgentoni). Moreover Mantelliceras is now widely 
used and the attempt to replace it by Calycoceras, which was created first, 
would not only have led to great confusion but it would obviously be contrary 
to Hyatt’s definition of Calycoceras ”’. 


7. Roman (1938 : 438) gave as ““ genotype’ of Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900, 
Ammonites navicularis Mantell. Wright & Wright (1951 : 25) gave the 
following entry :— 


““ Genus CALYCOCERAS Hyatt, 1900 
(= Metacalycoceras Spath, 1926) 
Type species C. naviculare (Mantell) 


Hyatt (1900, p. 589) designated as type species ‘C. (Amm.) naviculare 
Sharpe sp.’. This name is of course nomenclatorially irregular, and in 
fact Sharpe’s species has been renamed (see below, C. subgentoni). In 
accordance with the decision of the 1948 International Congress on 
Zoology a nominal species once selected as type remains the type. Conse- 
quently the type species of this genus is C. naviculare (Mantell) and not 
C. subgentoni (Spath) (=navicularis Sharpe, non Mantell)’’. 


8. To sum up, Mantell’s species navicularis can be interpreted from his 
figured specimen (refigured by Crick, 1919, pl. 4) ; there is no such nomen- 
clatorial entity as Ammonites navicularis Sharpe, the term being an error 
by Hyatt ; the two forms figured by Sharpe as Ammonites navicularis Mantell 
have been renamed and are now commonly referred to as Mantelliceras 
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cantianum Spath and Calycoceras subgentoni (Spath) ; Ammonites navicularis 
Mantell was clearly stated in 1907, 1938 and 1951 to be the type species of 
‘Calycoceras Hyatt. 


9. None of the generic names dealt with in the present application has been 
taken as the base for a family-group name, the genera concerned being 
currently placed in the family ACANTHOCERATIDAE Hyatt, 1900. 


10. In order to remove doubt and avoid confusion (such as that exemplified 
in paras. 5 and 6) the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 
is invited :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to set aside all selections of type species for the 
genus Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900, made prior to the Ruling now asked 
for and to designate Ammonites navicularis Mantell, 1822, to be the 
type of the foregoing genus ; 


(2) to place the following generic names on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900 (gender: neuter) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers, as proposed in (1) 
above : Ammonites navicularis Mantell, 1822) ; 


(b) Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903 (gender: neuter) (type species by 
original designation : Ammonites mantelli Sowerby (J.), 1814) ; 


(c) Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923 (gender: neuter) (type species, by 
original designation: Ammonites pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 
1896). 


(3) to place the following specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) navicularis Mantell, 1822, as published in the combination 
Ammonites navicularis (specific name of type species of 
Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900) ; 


(b) mantelli Sowerby (J.), 1814, as published in the combination 
Ammonites mantelli (specific name of type species of 
Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903) ; 


(c) pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 1896, as published in the combination 
Ammonites pentagonus (specific name of type species of 
Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923) ; 


(d) subgentoni Spath, 1926, as published in the combination 
Mantelliceras subgentoni ; 


(e) cantianus Spath, 1926, as published in the combination 
Mantelliceras cantianus. 
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Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Mr. Wright’s 
application the question of the possible use by the Commission of its Plenary 
Powers for the purpose of designating a type species in harmony with accus- 
tomed usage for the nominal genus Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900, was allotted the 
Registered Number Z.N.(S.)1161. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 8th March 1957 and was published on 28th June of the same 
year in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Wright, 
1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 216-220). 
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4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 28th June 1957 (a) in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Mr. Wright’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given to four general zoological serial publications and to 
three palaeontological serials. 


5. Proposed addition of the name ‘‘ Metacalycoceras ’’ Spath, 1926, to the 
‘* Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology ’’: On 
12th July 1957 Dr. Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, 
Copenhagen) raised the question of the status of the generic name 
Metacalycoceras Spath, 1926, a name which entered into the present case but 
as regards which no proposal had been submitted. Dr. Lemche proposed 
that this omission should be made good as follows :— 


An additional proposal for the case of ‘‘ Calycoceras ”’ 


It appears from Wright’s application that the generic name Metacalycoceras 
Spath, 1926, is to be taken as a nomen novum pro Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900. 
If | am right herein, it would seem relevant to place the name Metacalycoceras 
on the Official Index when Calycoceras Hyatt is validated with navicularis 
Mantell, 1822, as the type species. If, however, Metacalycoceras—against 
expectation—should be regarded as a separate genus, I think that it ought 
to be mentioned with type species, etc. in the proposals. 


On being consulted by the Office of the Commission, Mr. Wright replied 
(in itt., 29th July 1957) that the circumstances in which the name Metacalycoceras 
had been published by Spath had been fully explained in paragraph 5 of his 
application to the Commission. This name had been introduced as a nom. nov. 
pro Calycoceras Hyatt. It was objectively invalid and should be placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology. 


6. An alternative interpretation by Ernst Mayr of the nomenclatorial effect of 
Hyatt’s action when establishing the genus ‘‘ Calycoceras ’’ : On 24th July 1957, 
Professor Ernst Mayr (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, 
Cambridge, Massachusetts, U.S.A.) addressed a letter to the Office of the 
Commission in which he put forward a view as to the nomenclatorial effect of 
the action taken by Hyatt when establishing the nominal genus Calycoceras 
different from that advanced by Mr. Wright when submitting the present 
application. This view was communicated to Mr. Wright from whom was 
received a letter (dated 23rd December 1957) restating and elaborating the view 
previously advanced. This matter was placed before the Commission by the 
Secretary in the following paper dated 9th January 1958 :— 


Question of the type species of the genus ‘‘ Calycoceras ’’ Hyatt, 1900 
(Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea) 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The present note is concerned with a point on Mr. C. W. Wright’s applica- 
tion regarding the generic name Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900 (Class Cephalopoda, 
Order Ammonoidea) which was raised by Professor Ernst Mayr (Museum of 
Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Mass., U.S.A.) during 
the Prescribed Six-Month Waiting Period. 
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2. The point in question was set out as follows in a letter from Professor 
Mayr dated 24th July 1957 :-— 


. . . Lam very much troubled by this application and am not convinced 
that it would be “‘ in harmony with existing practice’. There is no doubt 
that naviculare Sharpe is not the same as naviculare Mantell. Hyatt 
unequivocally designated Sharpe’s species as type. Spath in 1921 equally 
unambiguously further restricted it to one of the components of the 
previously composite species. I cannot see that there was any confusion 
in view of several clear statements by Spath until Roman and Wright 
switched the type species. This has happened so recently that neither 
under the principle of conservation nor on any other principle one can 
cail this recent shift “‘ existing practice’. The identity of Mantell’s species 
navicularis is immaterial in this place. I think that it is very important 
that the zoological concept which the author of a new taxon has for its 
type be regarded by subsequent workers. There is no doubt whatsoever 
as to what Hyatt’s concept was and I consider the recent shift as regrettable. 
It is in part due to the erroneous belief of many authors that a name is 
the type of a genus and not a zoological object. Nothing could be more 
in conflict with the basic philosophy of the type method. Wright would 
have to prove that accepting Hyatt’s original designation would be 
contrary to the best interest of stability and universality of nomenclature. 
This he has failed to do in his application. 


3. When considering this matter, I took the view that the objection raised 
in the letter quoted in the preceding paragraph would be a valid one, if, 
when establishing the nominal genus Calycoceras, Hyatt had written as 
follows or had used words having an equivalent meaning :—“‘ I am proposing 
the genus Calcyoceras for the species which Sharpe (1853-1857) called by the 
name Ammonites naviculare Mantell, 1822, but which he realised—dquite 
correctly—as not being the species to which Mantell actually applied that 
name”. For in that event under a decision taken by the Copenhagen 
Congress (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 68-69, Decision 128) 
the species, whatever it might be, to which Sharpe applied the name Ammonites 
naviculare Mantell and not the true Ammonites naviculare of Mantell would be 
the valid type species of the genus Calycoceras Hyatt. 


4. It was not clear to me, however, from Mr. Wright’s application that the 
above was in fact what Hyatt had done and I therefore asked Mr. Wright 
to be good enough to offer his comments on the point raised by Professor 


Mayr. 


5. In response to the foregoing invitation Mr. Wright (on 23rd December 
1957) furnished the following reply :-— 


As is explained in paragraph 3 of the application, there is absolutely no 
evidence that Hyatt considered any of the ammonites figured as navicularis 
by Sharpe to be specifically distinct from that figured by Mantell. Hyatt 
in many cases gave the wrong author for species of ammonites that he quoted 
in Zittel-Eastman, either from simple error or perhaps because he had 
made notes of what he had regarded as satisfactory illustrations of certain 
species and subsequently forgot that they were not the original figuring. 
In these circumstances it is impossible to regard Hyatt as having 
“unequivocally designated Sharpe’s species as type”. It was for this 
very reason that the application was made, in accordance with the decision 
of the Paris Congress. 
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As pointed out in paragraph 4 of the application, Boule, Lemoine and 
Thevenin in 1907 adopted the interpretation which was followed by 
Roman in 1938 and myself subsequently. It was not until 1921 that the 
opposing interpretation was introduced by Spath. Moreover it was quite 
invalid to designate as “ lectotype’’ of Mantell’s species a specimen of 
a different locality and horizon which was probably never seen by Mantell. 
Spath’s 1926 statement, paragraph 5(b) of the application, that “in its 
original sense Calycoceras is synonymous with Mantelliceras” has been 
regarded by most interested authors as introducing unnecessary confusion, 
especially as Spath himself in 1937 said that to replace Mantelliceras by 
Calycoceras ‘“ would obviously be contrary to Hyatt’s definition of 
Calycoceras’’. However, Spath’s revised views of 1937 still did not 
avoid confusion, for he was incorrect in saying (cf. paragraph 6(c) of 
application) that Calycoceras “* was defined in 1903 to apply to a definite 
form ”’, as is explained in paras. 2 and 3 of the application. 


It still seems to me therefore that Hyatt’s original type designation 
was doubtful and that confusion exists and should be removed. 


6. Mr. Wright’s reply appears to me to clear the air in this matter 
sufficiently to enable this case now to be submitted to the Commission for 
decision. 


7. Proposed addition of the name ‘‘ Mantelliceratidae ’’ Hyatt, 1903, to the 
‘© Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology ”’ : On 23rd December 1957, 
Mr. Wright informed the Office of the Commission that it was through in- 
advertence (which he regretted) that in his application he had stated that none 
of the generic names involved in the present case had been taken as the base 
for a family-group name. In fact, Hyatt himself, when introducing the nominal 
genus Mantelliceras, has established both a nominal family and a nominal 
superfamily based upon it (Hyatt, 1903, Mon. U.S. geol. Surv. 44 : 105). 
Mr. Wright added that the family-group name in question was currently, 
though not universally, in use for a subfamily of the family ACANTHOCERATIDAE. 
He therefore proposed that the name MANTELLICERATIDAE Hyatt, 1903, should 
now be placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology. 


8. Addition of an Explanatory Note to the Voting Paper prepared in the 
present case : On 9th January 1958, after completing the Report reproduced 
in paragraph 6 above, Mr. Hemming prepared the Voting Paper to be issued 
to the Members of the Commission. To this was added a Note—Note 5—in 
which particulars were given (a) of the supplementary request for the addition 
of the name Metacalycoceras Spath, 1926, to the Official Index of Rejected and 
Invalid Generic Names in Zoology discussed in paragraph 5 above and (b) of 
the proposal that the name MANTELLICERATIDAE Hyatt, 1903, should be placed 
on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology discussed in paragraph 7 
above. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


9. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)2 : On 14th January 1958 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)2) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “‘the proposal relating to the generic name 
Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900, and associated names, as set out in Points (1) to (3) 
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in paragraph 10 on pages 218 to 219 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 10 of the 
application reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion], as 
supplemented in Note 5 overleaf’ [i.e. in the Note so numbered discussed in 
paragraph 8 above]. 


10. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 14th April 
1958. 


11. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)2 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)2 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty (20) Commissioners 
(arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Lemche ; Holthuis ; Prantl ; Hering ; Bonnet ; Jaczewski ; Dymond ; 
Vokes ; Mertens ; Bodenheimer : Bradley (J. C); Hemming ; Sylvester- 
Bradley; Cabrera ; Hank ; Kiihnelt : Riley ; Tortonese : ‘Boschma ; 
Key ; 


(b) Negative Votes, three (3): 
Mayr ; do Amaral ; Stoll ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned : 
None. 


12. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 15th April 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)2, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 11 above and declaring that the proposal sub- 
mitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


13. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’? : On 24th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)2. 


14. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900, in Zittel-Eastman, Textb. Pal. (ed. 2) 1 : 589 
cantianus, Mantelliceras, Spath, 1926, Geol. Mag. 63 : 82 
Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923, Summ. Progr. geol. Sury. 1922 : 144 
mantelli, Ammonites, Sowerby (J.), 1814, Min. Conch. 1 : 119, pl. 55 


* Though voting affirmatively on this proposal as a whole, this Commissioner voted 
negatively --on--one -of- its---constituent items, namely the addition of the name 
Metacalycoceras Spath to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in 
Rees on the ground that, in his view, it was not clear that this name was objectively 
invali 
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Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903, Mon. U.S. geol. Sury. 44 : 113 

Metacalycoceras Spath, 1926, Geol. Mag. 63 : 81 

navicularis, Ammonites, Mantell, 1822, Fossils South Downs : 198 

pentagonus, Ammonites, Jukes-Browne, 1896, Quart. J. geol. Soc. Lond. 52 : 156, 
foe Sy, 0, Il 

subgentoni, Mantelliceras, 1926, Geol: Mag. 63 : 83 


15. Original Reference for a Family-Group Name: The following is the 
original reference for the family-group name placed on the Official List of 
Family-Group Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


MANTELLICERATIDAE Hyatt, 1903, Mon. U.S. geol. Surv. 44 : 105 


16. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


17. *‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Seven (557) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-Fourth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


COMPOSITION AT THE TIME OF THE ADOPTION OF THE 
RULING GIVEN IN OPINION 558 


A. The Officers of the Commission 


Honorary Life President : Dr. Karl JoRDAN (British Museum (Natural History), Zoological Museum, 
Tring, Herts., England) 


President : Professor James Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N. Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 
1953) 


Vice-President : Senhor Dr. Afranio do AMARAL (Sao Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) 
Secretary : Mr. Francis HEMMING (London, England) (27th July 1948) 


B. The Members of the Commission 


(Arranged in order of precedence by reference to date of election or of most recent re-election, 
as prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology) 


Scenes BOSCHMA (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (Ast January 

Senor Dr. Angel CABRERA (La Plata, Argentina) (27th July 1948) 

Mr. Francis HEMMING (London, England) (27th July 1948) (Secretary) 

Dr. Henning LEMCHE (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen, Denmark) (27th July 1948) 

Professor Pierre BONNET (Université de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950) 

Mr. Norman Denbigh RILEy (British Museum (Natural History), London) (9th June 1950) 

Professor Tadeusz JACZEWSKI (Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, Poland) 
(15th June 1950) 

Professor Robert MERTENS (Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt a.M. 
Germany) (5th July 1950) 

Professor Erich Martin HERING (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin, Germany) 
(Sth July 1950) 

Senhor Dr. Afranio do AMARAL (S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) (Vice-President) 

Professor J. R. DyMOND (University of Teronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August 1953) 


Professor J. Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U:S.A.) (12th August 1953) 
(President) 


Professor Harold E. Voxes (University of Tulane, Department of Geology, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 


Professor Béla HANKO (Mezégazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th August 1953) 


Dr. Norman R. STOLL (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th 
August 1953) 


Mr. P. C. SYLVESTER-BRADLEY (Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953) 
Dr. i B. HoLtuHuls (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (12th August 
53) 


Dr. K. H. L. Key (Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation, Canberra, A.C.T., 
Australia) (15th October 1954) 

Dr. Alden H. MILLER (Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California, U.S.A.) (29th 
October 1954) 

es Ferdinand PRANTL (Ndrodni Museum V Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia) (30th October 


Professor Dr. Wilhelm KUHNELT (Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Vienna, Austria) (6th Noy- 
ember 1954) 

Professor F. S. BODENHEIMER (The Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) (11th November 1954) 

Professor Ernst MAYR (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954) 

eon eent TORTONESE (Museo di Storia Naturale “‘ G. Doria’’, Genova, Italy) (16th December 


OPINION 558 


REJECTION FOR NOMENCLATORIAL PURPOSES OF THE WORK 
ENTITLED ‘‘ TESTACEA MINUTA RARIORA”’ BY WILLIAM 
BOYS AS AUGMENTED BY GEORGE WALKER PUBLISHED 
IN 1784 


RULING :—(1) It is hereby ruled (a) that in the work entitled “ Testacea 
Minuta Rariora’’ published in London in 1784 the joint authors William Boys 
and George Walker did not apply the principles of binominal nomenclature 
and therefore (b) that no name published in this work acquired thereby the 
status of availability. 


(2) The title of the under-mentioned work is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature (a) endorsed 
as specified in (1) above and (b) with the Title Number 62 :— 


Boys (W.) & Walker (G.), [1784], Testacea Minuta Rariora ..., London. 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 16th February 1957, Dr. Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske 
Museum, Copenhagen) submitted an application for a Ruling by the Commission 
that the work by William Boys and George Walker published in London in 
1784 under the title ““Testacea Minuta Rariora’’ was not available for the 
purposes of zoological nomenclature, the above authors not having applied 
the principles of binominal nomenclature. The need for a Ruling on this 
subject had then recently come to light in the course of the investigation of 
the problems involved in connection with the name Bulla obtusa Montagu, 
1803, a case on which also Dr. Lemche had submitted an application to the 
Commission!. The application submitted in the present case was as follows :— 


Proposal to place on the ‘‘ Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in 
Zoological Nomenclature ’’ the booklet ‘‘ Testacea Minuta Rariora ’’ by 
William Boys, as augmented by Geo. Walker, London, [1784] 


By HENNING LEMCHE 
(Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen) 


During the work with an application now before the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature concerning the name of the tectibranch 
gastropod Bulla obtusa Mtg., my investigation brought me to the publication 
entitled “‘ Testacea Minuta Rariora—etc.”’ or, in its full English version given 
immediately below the Latin one, “A Collection of the Minute and Rare 
Shells, lately discovered in the Sand of the Sea Shore near Sandwich ; by 
William Boys, Esq. ; F.S.A. Considerably augmented, and all their Figures 
accurately drawn, as magnified with the Microscope. By Geo. Walker, 
Bookseller, at Faversham, London’”’. No indication of the year of publica- 

‘tion is to be found in that work, but Engelmann (Bibliotheca historico- 
naturalis 1 : 453) gives the year as (1784), which is the year generally accepted 


1 Since the preparation of the present Opinion a decision has been taken by the Commission 
on Dr. Lemche’s application regarding the name Bulla obtusa Montfort, 1803. This 
decision has been embodied in Opinion 568, which will shortly be published as Part 35 
of the present Volume. 
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for the said publication. As the booklet is sometimes used for references of 
zoological names and is non-binominal, it would seem advisable to obtain 
a Ruling from the International Commission that the names therein are 
nomenclatorially invalid. 


2. Concerning the authorship, it may be mentioned that Boys seems 
hardly to have done more than discovered the small shells in the sand, 
handing several samples over to Walker, who sorted them, together with 
examples comprised in several more samples collected from time to time by 

himself. Walker had the drawings published and, in close co-operation with 
Edward Jacobs, produced the text for which Walker, therefore, would seem 
to be responsible. 


3. In the introduction, it is stated that (: V) “the assigning adequate 
trivial names to the shells, except in a few instances, hath been omitted, through 
the fear of giving such as might in any way interfere with those already given 
by Linnaeus—’”’. The “ few instances ”’ in which adequate trivial names are 
given, are the fewcases where a determination to species of Linnaeus or some 
other author is given in small type below the description, but no new names 
are thereby introduced. The main text is drawn up in the old polyverbal 


descriptive way, as will appear from the citations given below. 


(page 2, lower part) 
FIG. 6 


SERPULA (Lagena) striata sulcata rotunda. 
The round striated and furrowed Flask Wormshell, 
The colour whitish, transparent and glossy, 
From Sandwich, Reculver, and Sheppey—very rare. 


FIG. 7 


SERPULA (Lagena) marginata. 
The bordered Flask Wormshell, 
The colour white, transparent and glossy, 
From Reculver—very rare. 


(page 3, below middle) 
FIG. 10 


SERPULA (Retorta) rotunda margine cervice curvatim exerto. 
The marginated Retort Wormshell, 
The colour white and opaque, 
From Sandwich—not common. 


4. As shown above, there cannot be any doubt that the booklet as such is 
non-binominal in its nomenclature. A few of the names, however, might 
perhaps by someone be taken to represent binomina or trinomina. It appears 
desirable once and for evermore to do away with the booklet for nomen- 
clatorial purposes, by placing its title on the Official Index. 


5. Therefore, I now propose to the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature that it should place the booklet by William Boys and George 
Walker entitled the “‘Testacea Minuta Rariora”’’, [1784] on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in Zoological Nomenclature. 
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II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Lemche’s 
application, the question of the status to be accorded to the work by Boys 
& Walker published in London in 1784 under the title “ Testacea Minuta 
Rariora”’ was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1205. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 18th February 1957 and was published on 28th June of the 
same year in Part 7 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Lemche, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 228-229). 


4. Support received from Arthur N. Dusenbury, Jr. : On 4th August 1957, 
Mr. Arthur N. Dusenbury, Jr. (Creole Petroleum Corporation, Jusepin, Monagas, 
Venezuela) addressed a letter to the Office of the Commission in support 
of the present application. The communication so received was as follows 
(Dusenbury, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 320) :— 


I wish to support the proposal by Dr. Henning Lemche to reject the 
publication of William Boys and George Walker [1784] entitled “‘ Testacea 
minuta rariora, nuperrime detecta in arena littoris Sandvicensis (A Collection 
of the Minute and Rare Shells, lately discovered in the Sand of the Sea Shore 
near Sandwich)”. The nomenclature used in this booklet is clearly binary 
but not binominal. It could thus be considered valid up until 1948 but not 
thereafter. 


The three polyverbal names cited by Dr. Lemche as evidence of the non- 
binominal character of the nomenclature were applied by Boys & Walker to 
shells which they apparently considered to be the calcareous tubes of the 
annelid worm Serpula Linnaeus, 1758. At present, all three shells are 
placed in the Phylum Protozoa, Class Rhizopoda, Order Foraminifera. 


In addition to the three species mentioned by Dr. Lemche, Boys & Walker 
described in this same booklet three other polyverbal species of “ Serpula’’, 
and seven polyverbal species of “‘ Nautilus ’’, all of them actually species of 
Foraminifera. These names were all replaced by acceptable binominal 
names, provided, like the three mentioned first, by Walker and Jacob, 
(1798). The rejection of the publication of Boys and Walker [1784] should 
thus cause no difficulties of importance in foraminiferal nomenclature. 


5. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed in the 
present case was received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(57)75 : On 30th December 1957, a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(57)75) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were 
invited to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the work 
““Testacea Minuta Rariora’’, [1784], of Boys & Walker as set out in para- 
graph 5 on page 229 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ” 
[i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 5 of the application repro- 
duced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 30th 
March 1958. 
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8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)75 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(57)75 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) Com- 
missioners. (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Mayr; Boschma; Hering; Mertens; Prantl; Vokes ; 
Lemche; do Amaral; Bonnet; Dymond; Jaczewski; Hanko ; 
Bodenheimer ; Key ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming ; Sylvester-Bradley ; 
Stoll ; Tortonese ; Kiihnelt ; Riley ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1): 
Cabrera. 


9. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 31st March 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(57)75, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 25th May 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(57)75. ‘ 


11. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures: The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


12. ‘* Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Eight (558) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-Fifth day of May, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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INTERNATIONAL COMMISSION ON 
ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


COMPOSITION AT THE TIME OF THE ADOPTION OF THE 
RULING GIVEN IN OPINION 559 


A. The Officers of the Commission 


Honorary Life President : Dr. Karl JORDAN (British Museum (Natural History), Zoological Museum, 
Tring, Herts., England) 


President : Professor James Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 
1953) 


Vice-President : Senhor Dr. Afranio do AMARAL (Sao Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) 
Secretary : Mr. Francis HEMMING (London, England) (27th July 1948) 


B. The Members of the Commission 


(Arranged in order of precedence by reference to date of election or of most recent re-election, 
as prescribed by the International Congress of Zoology) 


Sanaa . BoscHMaA (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (Ast January 
1947 


Senor Dr. Angel CABRERA (La Plata, Argentina) (27th July 1948) 

Mr. Francis HEMMING (London, England) (27th July 1948 ) (Secretary) 

Dr. Henning LEMCHE (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen, Denmark) (27th July 1948) 

Professor Pierre BONNET (Université de Toulouse, France) (9th June 1950) 

Mr. Norman Denbigh RiLey (British Museum (Natural History), London) (9th June 1950) 

Professor Tadeusz JACZEWSKI (Institute of Zoology, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, Poland) 
(iS5th June 1950) 

Professor Robert MERTENS (Natur-Museum u. Forschungs-Institut Senckenberg, Frankfurt a.M.., 
Germany) (Sth July 1950) 

Professor Erich Martin HERING (Zoologisches Museum der Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin, Germany) 
(5th July 1950) 

Senhor Dr. Afranio do AMARAL (S. Paulo, Brazil) (12th August 1953) (Vice-President) 

Professor J. R. DyMOND (University of Toronto, Toronto, Canada) (12th August 1953) 

Professor J. Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 
(President) 

Professor Harold E. Vokes (University of Tulane, Department of Geology, New Orleans, Louisiana, 
U.S.A.) (12th August 1953) 

Professor Béla HANKO (Mezégazdasdgi Muzeum, Budapest, Hungary) (12th August 1953) 

Dr. Norman R. Stout (Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research, New York, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th 
August 1953) 

Mr. P. C. SYLVESTER-BRADLEY (Sheffield University, Sheffield, England) (12th August 1953) 

Dr. ne) Ho LtHuls (Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) (12th August 


Dr. K. H. L. Key (Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation, Canberra, A.C.T. 
Australia) (15th October 1954) 


Dr. Alden H. MILLER (Museum of Vertebrate Zoology, University of California, U.S.A.) (29th 
October 1954) 


Doe was) Ferdinand PRANTL (Ndrodni Museum V Praze, Prague, Czechoslovakia) (30th October 


Professor Dr. Wilhelm KUHNELT (Zoologisches Institut der Universitat, Vienna, Austria) (6th Nov- 
ember 1954) 


Professor F. 8S. BODENHEIMER (The Hebrew University, Jerusalem, Israel) (11th November 1954) 


Professor Ernst MAyR (Museum of Comparative Zoology at Harvard College, Cambridge, Massa- 
chusetts, U.S.A.) (4th December 1954) 
esc aac TORTONESE (Museo di Storia Naturale ““ G. Doria’’, Genova, Italy) (16th December 
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OPINION 539 


DETERMINATION OF THE GENDER TO BE ATTRIBUTED TO SIX 
GENERIC NAMES IN THE CLASS CRUSTACEA (ORDER DECA- 
PODA) AND ADDITION OF THE NAMES CONCERNED TO 
THE ‘‘ OFFICIAL LIST OF GENERIC NAMES IN 
ZOOLOGY ”’ 


RULING :—(1) It is hereby directed that the gender to be attributed to the 
under-mentioned generic names in the Class Crustacea (Order Decapoda) be, 
in accordance with the provisions of Declaration 36, the feminine gender :— 
(a) Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897 ; (b) Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912 ; (c) Pandalopsis 
Bate, 1888 ; (d) Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 1915 ; (e) Astacopsis Huxley, [1879] ; 
(f) Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 1872. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897 (gender, as determined in (1)(a) above: 
feminine) (type species, by selection by Holthuis (L.B.) (1955) : Betaeus 
trispinosus Stimpson, 1860) (Name No. 1355) ; 


(b) Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912 (gender, as determined in (1)(b) above: 
feminine) (type species, by monotypy : Caridinopsis chevalieri Bouvier, 
1912) (Name No. 1356) ; 


(c) Pandalopsis Bate, 1888 (gender, as determined in (1)(c) above : feminine) 
(type species, by monotypy : Pandalopsis amplus Bate, 1888) (Name 
IN@=51135)/)); 


(d) Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 1915 (gender, as determined in (1)(d) above : 
feminine) (type species, by monotypy : Pontoniopsis comanthi Borra- 
daile, 1915) (Name No. 1358) ; 


(e) Astacopsis Huxley, [1879] (gender, as determined in (1)(e) above: 
feminine) (type species, by monotypy : Astacus franklinii Gray (J.E.), 
1845) (Name No. 1359) ; 


(f) Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 1872 (gender, as determined in (1)(f) above : 
feminine) (type species, by monotypy: Nephropsis stewarti Wood- 
Mason, 1872) (Name No. 1360). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official . 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) trispinosus Stimpson, 1860, as published in the combination Betaeus 
trispinosus (specific name of type species of Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897) 
(Name No. 1638) ; 


(b) chevalieri Bouvier, 1912, as published in the combination Caridinopsis 
chevalieri (specific name of type species of Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912) 
(Name No. 1639) ; 


(c) amplus Bate, 1888, as published in the combination Pandalopsis amplus 
(specific name of type species of Pandalopsis Bate, 1888) (Name No. 
1640) ; 


(d) comanthi Borradaile, 1915, as published in the combination Pontoniopsis 
comanthi (specific name of type species of Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 
1915) (Name No. 1641) ; 
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(e) franklinii Gray (J.E.), 1845, as published in the combination Astacus 
franklinii (specific name of type species of Astacopsis Huxley, [1879]) 
(Name No. 1642) ; 


(f) stewarti Wood-Mason, 1872, as published in the combination Nephropsis 
stewarti (specific name of type species of Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 
1872) (Name No. 1643). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


The present Opinion is in part a supplement to Opinion 470, in which the 
Commission placed the names of over one hundred genera of Caridea (Class 
Crustacea, Order Decapoda) on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, 
and in part a supplement to Opinion 519 which was concerned with the names of 
some twenty genera of Macrura Reptantia (Class Crustacea). The applications 
dealt with in each of these Opinions contained certain names (four in the former ; 
two in the latter) having the termination “ -opsis’’, a class of name, the gender 
attributable to which was then in doubt. The names referred to above were 
accordingly withdrawn from the scope of the foregoing applications and were 
placed on one side until such time as a decision had been taken by the 
Commission on the gender problem involved. Following the settlement of that 
question by the Ruling given by the Commission in its Declaration 36, the 
Secretary on 24th March 1958 prepared the following Report in which he 
resubmitted to the Commission the six names, the consideration of which had 
previously been temporarily postponed for the reasons explained above :— 


Proposed addition to the ‘‘ Official List of Generic Names in Zoology ”’ of 
six generic names having the termination ‘‘ -opsis ’’ in the Order 
Decapoda (Class Crustacea) 


Report by FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The present Report is concerned with certain generic names in the Order 
Decapoda (Class Crustacea) which were recommended by Dr. L. B. Holthuis 
(Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) for addition 
to the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology but which, by agreement 
between Dr. Holthuis and the Office of the Commission, were not dealt with 
by the Commission at the time that it took decisions on the remainder of the 
applications submitted because the names in question bore the termination 
“*-opsis’’ and it was not then clear what gender should be attributed to those 
names on the Official List. 


2. Two applications are involved in the present case. The first (Applica- — 
tion Z.N.(S.) 622) was concerned with the proposed addition to the Official 
List of the names of over one hundred genera of Caridea. Four of the 
names concerned were found to have the termination “ -opsis ’’ and prior to 
the publication of the application these names were excluded therefrom. At 
the same time a Minute was executed by myself as Secretary on 12th March 
1955 directing that the proposal submitted in regard to these names should be 
brought forward for further consideration as soon as the question of the 
gender attributable to names having the termination “ -opsis”’ had been 
settled by the Commission. The other application concerned (Application 
Z.N.(S.) 1039) was one relating to the proposed addition to the Official List 
of the names of a large number of genera of Macrura Reptantia, of which two — 
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bore the termination “‘-opsis”’. In this case the difficulty involved was not 
noted until after the publication of the application concerned. When it did 
come to notice, the two names concerned were withdrawn from the scope of 
the Voting Paper (V.P.(57)12) issued in this case by a Minute executed by 
myself as Secretary on 17th February 1958. (The decisions taken by the 
Commission on the remaining portions of the foregoing applications have 
been embodied in Opinion 470 (published on 14th June 1957) and Opinion 519 
(in the press)! respectively.) 


3. Hitherto the gender normally attributed by specialists in the Crustacea 
to names having the termination “ -opsis”’ has been the masculine gender. 
Under the Rules provisionally adopted by the Copenhagen Congress in 1953 
(Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 51, Decision 84) the gender to be 
attributed to generic names having this termination was however prescribed 
as being the feminine gender. By a further decision of the Copenhagen 
Congress—Decision 85 (op. cit. :51)—the Commission was instructed to 
review the Rules provisionally laid down in Decision 84. The material 
required for this review was completed in March 1957 when I submitted to 
the Commission a Report (numbered Z.N.(S.) 1206) based upon advice 
received from Professor L. W. Grensted, Consulting Classical Adviser to 
the International Commission. The Report so submitted was later approved 

by the Commission, whose Ruling in this matter has been embodied in 
Declaration 36 (published in January 1958). Under that Declaration the 
attribution of the feminine gender to names having the termination “ opsis ” 
provisionally laid down by the Copenhagen Congress was confirmed. 


4. In the meantime the question of the gender to be attributed to generic 
names having the termination “ -opsis ’’ had already emerged as one on which 
a decision would be needed in connection with the project for the publication 
in book form of the first instalment of the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology, for three such names had been placed on that List in the period 
up to the close of 1936 and so far no gender had been attributed to them. 
This question was raised by myself in July 1955 (Hemming, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 11 : 260-262) in a note in which I drew attention to the need for 
decisions in connection with the forthcoming publication of the Official List 
in regard to the gender to be attributed not only to the three names referred 
to above but also to certain names having other terminations already placed 
on the Official List which were customarily treated by specialists in the 
groups concerned as having a gender different from that attributable to them 
under the Copenhagen Rules. At the same time, in order to give the 
Commission, should it so desire, an opportunity to attribute to these names the 
gender currently assigned to them, Public Notice was given ot the possible 
use of the Plenary Powers for this purpose. The adoption of Declaration 36 
directing that the gender to be attributed to names having the termination 
‘* -opsis”’ is the feminine gender cleared the air for the taking of a decision 
on the question whether that gender should be attributed to the three 
** opsis”’ names (Atergatopsis Milne Edwards (A.), 1862; Chlorodopsis 
Milne Edwards (A.), 1873 ; Eucratopsis Smith (S.1.), 1869) referred to above 
or whether under the Public Notice already given the Plenary Powers should 
be used to secure for these names the masculine gender normally assigned to 
them. After one indecisive vote, the Commission in a second vote rejected 
the proposed use of the Plenary Powers in this matter and gave a Ruling 
that these names should be treated as being of the feminine gender, i.e. the 


1Qpinion 519 has since been published (Ops. Decls. int. Comm, zool. Nomencl. 19 : 133-168) 
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gender prescribed in Declaration 36 as being appropriate to names having the 
termination “‘-opsis”’. The decision so taken has since been embodied 
in Direction 103 (now in press)?. 


5. The six names having the termination “ -opsis ’’ with which the present 
Report is concerned differ in no essential respect from the three names 
having the above termination, for which the use of the Plenary Powers was 
rejected in Direction 103 and to which in that Direction the feminine gender 
was attributed. I conclude therefore that in the case of these six names 
also it will be the wish of the Commission that the gender to be attributed 
shall be the feminine gender prescribed by Declaration 36 and not the 
masculine gender hitherto assigned to them. Accordingly, in the proposal 
now submitted for the addition of these names to the Official List it is 
recommended that in the entries so to be made on that List each of these 
names be assigned the feminine gender. 


6. The names recommended by Dr. Holthuis for addition to the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology, the consideration of which has hitherto 
been postponed until after a decision had been taken by the Commission on 
the question of the gender to be attributed to them are shown in the extracts 
from the applications submitted by Dr. Holthuis set out in Part | of the 
Annexe to the present Report. In the applications concerned Dr. Holthuis 
reported that in each of the six cases involved the specific name of the type 
species of the genus in question was the oldest available name for that species 
and recommended its addition to the Official List of Specific Names in 
Zoology. Dr. Holthuis’s recommendation under this head are set out in 
the extracts from his applications reproduced in Part 2 of the Annexe to 
the present Report. Finally, it must be noted that in the applications con- 
cerned Dr. Holthuis reported that none of the genera in question was 
currently treated as the type genus of a nominal family-group taxon. 
Accordingly, no family-group-name problem arises in the present case. 


7. The recommendation now submitted for the consideration of the 
International Commission is that it should :— 


(1) direct that the gender to be attributed to the under-mentioned generic 
names is the feminine gender :— 
(i) Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897 ; 
(ii) Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912 ; 
(111) Pandalopsis Bate, 1888 ; 
(iv) Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 1915 ; 
(v) Astacopsis Huxley, [1879] ; 
(vi) Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 1872 ; 
(2) place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the generic 
names specified in (1) above with the gender there attributed to 
those names*and with the particulars relating to the type species 


of the genera in question as set out by Dr. L. B. Holthuis in Part 1 
of the Annexe to the present Report ; 


(3) place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the specific 
names of the type species of the genera specified in (1) above, as 
set out by Dr. Holthuis in Part 2 of the Annexe to the present Report. 


pro 103 has since been published (Ops. Decls. int. Comm, Zool. Nomencl. 1(F.) : 
217-232). 
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ANNEXE 


Proposed addition to the ‘‘ Official Lists ’’ of the names of certain genera 
and species of the Order Decapoda (Class Crustacea) 


By L. B. HOLTHUIS 
(Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) 


(Extracts from Applications Z.N.(S.) 622 and Z.N.(S.) 1039) 


Part 1: Names proposed to be placed on the ‘‘ Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology ”’ 


Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897, Bull. Mus. Hist. nat., Paris 2 : 382 (type species, 
by present selection by Holthuis: Betaeus trispinosus Stimpson, 1860, 
Proc. Acad. nat. Sci. Philad. 1860 : 32) 


Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912, Bull. Mus. Hist. nat., Paris 18 : 300 (type species, 
by monotypy : Caridinopsis chevalieri Bouvier, 1912, Bull. Mus. Hist. 
nat., Paris 18 : 300) 


Pandalopsis Bate, 1888, Rep. Voy. ‘“‘ Challenger ’’ (Zool.) 24 : 627, 671 (type 
species, by monotypy: Pandalopsis amplus Bate, 1888, Rep. Voy. 
** Challenger’ (Zool.) 24 : 671) 


Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 1915, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (8) 15 : 207 (type species, 
by monotypy : Pontoniopsis comanthi Borradaile, 1915, Ann. Mag. nat. 
Hist. (8) 15 : 213) 


Astacopsis Huxley, [1879], Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1878 : 760, 764 (type 
species, by monotypy: Astacus franklinii Gray (J.E.), 1845, in Eyre, 
J. Exped. Discov. centr. Australia 1 : 409) 


Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 1872, Proc. asiat. Soc. Bengal 1872 : 151 (type 
species, by monotypy : Nephropsis stewarti Wood-Mason, 1872, Proc. 
asiat. Soc. Bengal 1872 : 151) 


Part 2: Names proposed to be placed on the ‘* Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology ”’ 


trispinosus Stimpson, 1860, as published in the combination Betaeus tri- 
spinosus (specific name of type species of Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897) ; 


chevalieri Bouvier, 1912, as published in the combination Caridinopsis 
chevalieri (specific name of type species of Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912) ; 


amplus Bate, 1888, as published in the combination Pandalopsis amplus 
(specific name of type species of Pandalopsis Bate, 1888) ; 


comanthi Borradaile, 1915, as published in the combination Pontoniopsis 
comanthi (specific name of type species of Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 
IGS) 


franklinii Gray (J.E.), 1845, as published in the combination Astacus 
franklinii (specific name of type species of Astacopsis Huxley, [1879)) ; 


stewarti Wood-Mason, 1872, as published in the conbination Nephropsis 
stewarti (specific name of type species of Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 
1872). 
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2. Registration of the present application : The application which formed 
the subject of Opinion 470 was dealt with on Registered File Z.N.(S.) 622 and 
that which formed the subject of Opinion 519 on File Z.N.(S.) 1039. At the 
time of the adoption of those Opinions the foregoing files were closed and the 
outstanding problems relating to the group of names detached from those 
cases with which the present Opinion is concerned were registered in a new 
File to which the Number Z.N.(S.) 919 was allotted. 


3. Publication of the proposals relating to the cases dealt with in the present 
** Opinion ”’ : The application (Z.N.(S.) 622) of which the first four of the names 
here dealt with originally formed part was published on 14th March 1955 
(Holthuis, 1955, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 11 : 204-228) and that from which the 
fifth and sixth of the names here dealt with were extracted was published on 
23rd April 1956 (Holthuis, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 107-119). 


4. No Objection Received : The publication of the foregoing applications 
elicited no objection from any source to the action proposed in regard to the 
names here in question. 


5. Withdrawal from the scope of Applications Z.N.(S.) 622 and Z.N.(S.) 1039 
respectively of the names dealt with in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’”’ : The first four 
of the names dealt with in the present Opinion were withdrawn by the applicant 
at an early stage (Holthuis, 1955, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 11 : 217-218) ; the fifth 
and sixth of the names involved were withdrawn in consequence of a direction 
given by the Secretary in a Minute executed on 17th February 1958 (1958, 
Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 19 : 163-164). 


II. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(58)4 : On 26th March 1958, a Voting 
Paper (V.P.(O.M.)(58)4) was issued in which the Members of the Commission 
were invited to vote either for, or against, “ the proposal relating to the deter- 
mination of the gender to be attributed to six generic names of the Order 
Decapoda (Class Crustacea), the addition of those names to the Official List 
of Generic Names in Zoology and matters incidental thereto, as set out in 
Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 7 of the Report bearing the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.) 919, submitted by the Secretary simultaneously with the present Voting 
Paper ”’ [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 7 of the Report 
reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


7. Determination of the type species of the genus ‘‘Alpheopsis ’? Coutiére, 
1897 : When in 1954, Dr. Holthuis submitted to the Office of the Commission 
his proposals for the addition of the names of over one hundred genera of the 
Crustacea Caridea to the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, there was 
no known type selection for the genus Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897, the name of 
which was one of those included in that application. In order to fill this gap, 
Dr. Holthuis at that time proposed himself to select a type species for this 
genus in his application to the Commission. The species which he proposed 
so to select was Betaeus trispinosus Stimpson, 1860. In the period which 
elapsed between the submission of the foregoing application and the submission 
in the spring of 1958 of revised proposals in regard to the name Alpheopsis 
Coutiére, Dr. Holthuis had had occasion to deal with this generic name in 
a different paper in which he had taken the opportunity to select Betaeus 
trispinosus Stimpson to be the type species of Alpheopsis (Holthuis, 1955 
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Zool. Verh. Leiden 26 : 84). By some oversight this paper was not brought 
to the attention of the Office of the Commission and it was not until after the 
issue of Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(58)4 that through a letter from Dr. Holthuis 
dated 25th March 1958 it became known that a type selection had by now been 
made for the genus Alpheopsis. On receipt cf the above letter, Mr. Hemming, 
as Secretary gave directions that in the entry regarding the name Alpheopsis 
Coutiere proposed to be made in the Official List the portion relating to the 
determination of the type species of the genus in question be amended by the 
substitution of the words “ by selection by Holthuis (1955) ’’ for the words 
* by present selection by Holthuis”’. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(58)4 was 
issued under the One-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
26th April 1958. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(58)4 : At the close 
of the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper 
V.P.(O.M.)(58)4 was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) 
Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Lemche ; Holthuis ; Vokes ; Key ; Mayr ; Riley ; Stoll ; Bradley (J.C.) ; 
Hanko ; Prantl; Hering; Bonnet; Sylvester-Bradley ; Jaczewski ; 
Hemming ; Kiihnelt ; Tortonese ; Dymond ; Bodenheimer ; Mertens ; 
Cabrera ; do Amaral ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 

(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1) : 
Boschma. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 27th April 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.)(58)4, signed a Certificate that the 
Votes cast were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ”’ : On Ist June 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(O.M.(58)4. 


12. Original References for Generic and Specific Names: The original 
references for the generic names placed on the Official List of Generic Names 
in Zoology by the Ruling given in the present Opinion and for the specific 
names similarly placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology are 
as set out by Dr. Holthuis in the Annexe to the paper by the Secretary reproduced 
in the first paragraph of the present Opinion. 
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13. Reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897 Holthuis (L.B.), 1955, Zool. Verh. 
Leiden 26 : 84 


14. Family-Group-Name Aspects : Dr. Holthuis has reported that none of 
the genera, the names of which have been placed on the Official List by the 
Ruling given in the present Opinion has been taken as the type genus of a 
nominal family-group taxon. 


15. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


16. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Fifty-Nine (559) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this First day of June, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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PROTECTION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME ‘‘ PARVULA”? MORCH, 1863, AS PUBLISHED IN 
THE COMBINATION ‘APLYSIA PARVULA’”’ 
(CLASS GASTROPODA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific name spuria Krauss, 
1848, as published in the combination Aplysia spuria, is hereby suppressed 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1644 :— 


parvula Morch, 1863, as published in the combination Aplysia parvula. 


(3) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name 
No. 584 :— 


spuria Krauss, 1848, as published in the combination Aplysia spuria, as 
suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) above. 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On Ist April 1957, Miss N. B. Eales (Reading University, Department of 
Zoology, Reading, England) submitted the following application in which she 
asked the Commission to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the specific name 
spuria Krauss, 1848, as published in the combination Aplysia spuria, and thus 
to provide an assured basis for the continued use of the well-known name 
parvula Mérch, 1863, as published in the combination Aplysia parvula (Class 
Gastropoda) :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the specific name ‘‘ parvula ”’ 
Morch, 1863, as published in the combination ‘‘Aplysia parvula ”’ 
(Class Gastropoda) 


By N. B. EALES 
(Department of Zoology, Reading University, Reading) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to provide a secure basis for the name 
Aplysia parvula Mérch, 1863 (Class Gastropoda) by using its Plenary Powers 
to suppress the specific name spuria Krauss, 1848, as published in the 
combination Aplysia spuria, a nomen dubium which it has recently been 
claimed (Macnae, 1955) represents the circumtropical species named and 
characterised by Mo6rch under the name cited above. 


SMITHSONEN MAY 2 © 1958 
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2. The following is Mérch’s description of his nominal species Aplysia 
parvula :-— 


T. solida, subpellucida, alba, convexa, subovalis, angustata ; spira 
incurva, mamillata, utrinque subauriculata, latere dextro sinu arcuato 
brevissimo, superne marginato, inferne sulco profundo notato ; latere 
sinistro arcuato, juxta apicem acie canaliculato ; striae incrementi validae, 
inaequales, remotae ; striae radiantes obsoletessamae, striae solitaria 
dextralis, submediana, sat impressa. Long. 84 mill lat. 5 m. 


a) Specimen flaccidium. C. molle, gracile, fusiforme ; epipodii lobi 
breves, postice integri, continui ; oculi sublaterales, ante basim tentaculorum 
posticorum siti ; tentacula gracilia, acuta. Long. 16 mill. 


b) Specimen contractum. C. coriaceum, durum, transverse rugosum et 
sulcatum ; foramen palii magnum, ovale (uti epipodii margo) linea nigra, 
marginatum. Long. 12 mill. 


Testam non vidi sed tactu ut speciminis praecedentis. 


Hab. ad ins St. Thomas (A. H. Riise et Dr. Hornbeck) St. Vincent 
(Guilding) 


Cette espéce se rapproche beaucoup de 1’A. longicornis* Feér. (Rang 
Mon. t. XVII fig. 1—4) ; mais la coquille de l’espéce de Guilding est trés 
differente, de forme étroite et bombée avec la spire infléchie. 


J'ai vu, en 1854, la coquille de cette espéce sous le nom indiqué, mais 
non publié 4 ma connaissance, dans la collection du musée britannique. 


3. Although Mérch’s description is imperfect by modern standards, the 
convex suboval shell with persistent spire, the short parapodial lobes joined 
posteriorly, the delicate tentacles, large oval mantle foramen, margined, 
together with the parapodia, with black, and the resemblance to A. punctata 
are sufficient for the identification of the species. Aplysia parvula is the only 
species of the genus in which the spiral of the shell is retained. 


4. The species named Aplysia parvula by Mérch may be conveniently 
redescribed in modern terminology as follows :— 


Small or very small Aplysias, with rounded body, typically higher than 
wide. Skin soft, colour variable—purplish black, dark brown, tan, yellow, 
greenish grey or green, speckled with white or cream, sometimes with black 
and orange rims to the mantle foramen, siphon, parapodia, rhinophores, 
cephalic tentacles and anterior and posterior margins of the foot. Head 
small, neat, neck long. Foot narrow, pale, with slender pointed tail. 
Penis broad at the base, tapering. Parapodia short, not very mobile, fused 
posteriorly high up, closing in the mantle cavity. Mantle thin, with a 
large oval foramen. Purple glands well developed. Opaline gland simple, 
multiporous. Shell relatively large, oval or nearly circular, deeply concave, 
the apex with a distinct spire, anal sinus short and not deep. Typical 
radular formula 30 x 16.1.16. Rhachidian tooth with characteristically 
short and deeply incised basal plate and numerous denticulations. The 
nervous system is primitive in that all the ganglia of the nerve ring are 
distinct, the pleurovisceral cords are short and the visceral ganglia are 
separate. 


* i.e. punctata [intl’d. N.B.E.] 
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5. We have now to consider the species dubia established by Krauss in 1848 
under the name Aplysia spuria. This name was introduced by Krauss in a 
work in which he enumerated three species of Aplysia from Natal and the 
Cape area without giving figures of any of them. These species were :— 


(a) Aplysia maculata Rang (S.), 1828 (Hist. nat. Aplysiens : 58) ; 


(b) a species which Krauss said was very similar to Aplysia maculata 
Rang but lacked posterior tentacles. This species Krauss called “‘ a 
spurious Aplysia’’, giving it the name Aplysia spuria ; 


(c) a third species which Krauss neither described nor named. 


6. The following is Krauss’s description of his nominal species Aplysia 
spuria :— 


Extract from Ferdinand Krauss 
Die Stidafrikanischen Mollusken 
Stuttgart, 1848 


p.71 J. A. Wahlberg hat noch eine zweite Art mitgebracht, deren Schale 
vollkommen mit der Abbildung von Rang tbereinstimmt*, aber das Thier 
ist vorn etwas ktirzer, daher denn auch die Schale in der Mitte liegt, vorn 
und an den Mantellappen, die etwa den dritten Theil der Schale bedecken 
und schwarz eingefasst sind, wie gekérnt ; es hat, was die Hauptsache ist, 
nur zwei vordere kurze stumpfe Fiihler, wahrend die hintern nicht zu 
erkennen sind ; es scheinen zwar an der Stelle, wo diese sein sollten, 
Andeutungen von zwei Griibchen zu sein, doch lasst sich dartiber bei dem 
einzigen in Weingeist aufbewahrten Exemplar nichts mit Bestimmtheit 
angeben. Ohne mehrere Exemplare untersucht zu haben, méchte ich 
desshalb auch keine Diagnose geben ; sollte es sich aber bestatigen, dass 
es wirklich eine Art ohne oder mit zuriickzeihbaren Fihlern ist, so méchte 
ich sie bei der sehr grossen Aehnlichkeit mit A. maculata Rang nicht von 
diesem Genus getrennt, sondern lieber Aplysia spuria genannt sehen. 
Der KO6rper ist 18’” lang, 8’”’ hoch ; die sehr diinne am Rande hornartige 
Schale 8.5’ lang, 5.5’ breit und 3.4’” hoch. An der Natalkiiste. 


7. It should be noted that Krauss described the shell of his species Aplysia 
Spuria as corresponding exactly with that of Aplysia maculata Rang, a 
description which would not be applicable if Krauss’s spuria really represented 
the same species as that represented by M6rch’s parvula. Moreover, posterior 
rhinophores are present in all species and accordingly Krauss’s spuria cannot 
properly be called “‘a spurious Aplysia’’. The black edging to the mantle 
foramen is the only positive character of value given by Krauss, but even 
this is not diagnostic to the species level. Taking Krauss’s description as 
a whole, it is impossible to be certain what species he was describing. Four 
species are known to occur in the area covered by his book and his description 
might apply to an immature specimen of any three of these (parvula ; 
maculata ; juliana Quoy & Gaimard, 1832), though not to the fourth 
(dactylomela Rang, 1828). Without Krauss’s specimen it is therefore im- 
possible to interpret his nominal species Aplysia spuria. That specimen was 
at one time in the Stockholm Natural History Museum but Dr. Odhner has 
informed me that it has disappeared and must be presumed to have been 
lost. In these circumstances the name Aplysia spuria Krauss must be regarded 
as a nomen dubium. 


* i.e. Aplysia maculata Rang, 1828 [intl’d. N.B.E.]. 
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8. Since the publication by Mérch of the name Aplysia parvula for West 
Indian specimens, the species has been found in all oceans from about 40° 
north to 40° south latitude, i.e. it is circumtropical. It has been recorded 
from the West Indies, Florida, Madeira, Morocco, West Africa, the Gulf of 
Aden, Mauritius to the Cape, The East Indies, Japan, China, the South Sea 
Islands, Australia, New Zealand and California. Since the species has such 
a wide range it is not surprising that local names have been given to it, 
e.g., norfolkensis Sowerby, 1869, for specimens from Norfolk Island, off 
New South Wales. But in most cases it has been possible to check the identi- 
fication by means of specimens from Museums, or from descriptions and 
figures in author’s publications. 


9. The following authors have used the name Aplysia parvula M6rch for 
this species :— 


Baba, 1937, 1949, 1952, for Japanese specimens 

Dall, 1885, for West Indian specimens 

Dall and Simpson, 1901, for West Indian specimens 
Engel, 1927, 1936, for West Indian specimens 

Haas, 1920, for West Indian specimens 

MacFarland, 1924, for Californian specimens 

Pilsbry, 1895, copied from Mérch 

Pruvot-Fol, 1932, systematics of Opisthobranchs 
Risbec, 1931, a good account of Moroccan specimens 
Thiele, 1908—16, for West Indian specimens 


10. The only author who has applied the name Aplysia spuria Krauss to 
this species is Macnae (1955). 


11. For the reasons set out above I ask the International Commission to 
afford protection to the well-known and widely used specific name parvula 
Morch, 1863, as published in the combination Aplysia parvula, from attempts 
to accord priority over it to the specific name spuria Krauss, 1848, as published 
in the combination Aplysia spuria, a name which it is impossible to interpret 
and which has been used only on a single occasion. 


12. The detailed action now recommended is that the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature should :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the specific name spuria Krauss, 
1848, as published in the combination Aplysia spuria, for the purposes 
of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy ; 


(2) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


parvula Mérch, 1863, as published in the combination Aplysia 
parvula ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


spuria Krauss, 1848, as published in the combination Aplysia spuria, 
as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) above. 
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Africa’? Ann. Natal Mus. 13(2) : 223-241 


Morch, O. A. L., 1863, “Contributions a la Faune malacologique des 
Antilles danoises ’’ J. Conchyliol. 11 : 21-48 (This volume was also 
styled “* 3rd Series, Tom. 3”’.) 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Eales’s 
application, the question of the possible use of the Plenary Powers in order 
to protect the specific name parvula Morch, 1863, as published in the combina- 
tion Aplysia parvula, was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 1209. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 13th June 1957 and was published on 26th August of the same 
year in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Eales 
(N.B.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 240-244). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers was given 
on 26th August 1957 (a) in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Eales’s application was published) and 
(b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, such Notice was 
given also to four general zoological serial publications and to one specialist 
serial. 


5. Support Received : The publication of the present application and the 
issue of Public Notices in regard thereto elicited comments from two specialists 
(The Netherlands, one ; Denmark, one), each of whom supported the action 
proposed in the application. The communications so received are reproduced 
in the immediately following paragraphs. 


6. Support received from H. Engel : On 25th October 1957, Professor H. 
Engel (Zoologisch Museum, Amsterdam, The Netherlands) addressed to the 
Office of the Commission the following letter in support of the present applica- 
tion (Engel (H.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13. : 321) :— 


I have pleasure in telling you that I quite agree with the proposal of 
Dr. Eales to use the Plenary Powers to validate the specific name parvula 
Mérch, 1863, as published in the combination Aplysia parvula (Class 
Gastropoda). 


7. Support received from Henning Lemche: On 6th November 1957 
Dr. Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum, Copenhagen) indicated 
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his support of the present application in the following letter addressed to the 
Office of the Commission (1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 16 : 48) :— 


This is to explain that I am very much in favour of validating the name 
Aplysia parvula Mérch, 1863, as against spuria Krauss, 1848, as proposed 
by Dr. Nellie B. Eales. As a specialist in Opisthobranchs, I cannot see any 
advantage in trying to revalidate spuria. 


8. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed in this 
case was received from any source. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


9. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)3 : On 17th March 1958, a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)3) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the specific name 
paryvula MoOrch, 1863, as published in the combination Aplysia parvula, as 
set out in Points (1) to (3) in paragraph 12 on pages 243 to 244 in Volume 13 
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ’”’ |i.e. in the Points numbered as 
above in paragraph 12 of the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the 
present Opinion]. 


10. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 17th June 
1958. 


11. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)3 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)3 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Lemche ; Hering ; Mayr ; Vokes ; Prantl ; Key ; Dymond ; 
Riley ; Bonnet ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma; Mertens; do Amaral ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera; Bradley (J.C.); Stoll; Hemming ; 
Kihnelt ; Tortonese ; Jaczewski ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1): 
Hanko. 


12. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 18th June 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)3, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 11 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision 
so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter 
aforesaid. 
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13. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinien ’’? : On 20th June 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)3. 


14. Original References for Specific Names : The following are the original 
references for the specific names placed respectively on the Official List and 
Official Index of names of taxa of the species category :— 


parvula, Aplysia, Mérch, 1863, J. Conchyliol. 11:22 [This volume was also 
styled “‘ Series 3, Tome 3 ”’| 


spuria, Aplysia, Krauss, 1848, Die sudafrik. Moll. : 71-72 


15. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures: The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


16. ‘“‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty (560) of the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twentieth day of June, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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PROTECTION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME “‘ANODONTA”? LAMARCK, 1799 (CLASS PELECYPODA), 
A NAME PLACED ON THE “ OFFICIAL LIST OF GENERIC 
NAMES IN ZOOLOGY ” IN 1926 BY THE RULING GIVEN 
IN ‘‘ OPINION ”’ 94 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the generic name Glochidium 
Rathke, 1797 (Class Pelecypoda) is hereby suppressed for the purposes of the 
Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy. 


(2) It is hereby directed that, notwithstanding the action prescribed in (1) 
above, the word “ Glochidium ”’ is to continue to be available for use as a 
technical designation to denote the parasitic larval stage of species of the 
genus Anodonta Lamarck, 1799. 


(3) The entry of the name Anodonta Lamarck, 1799, made on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in Opinion 94 is hereby 
confirmed. 


(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) Glochidium Rathke, 1797, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1) above, subject to the endorsement specified in (2) above (Name 
No. 1266) ; 


(b) The under-mentioned names, each of which is an Invalid Emendation of 
Anodonta Lamarck, 1799 :— 


(i) Anodon Oken, 1815 (a name invalid also by reason of having been 
published in a work rejected for nomenclatorial purposes by the 
Ruling given in Opinion 417) (Name No. 1267) ; 


(ii) Anodontes Cuvier, 1817 (Name No. 1268) ; 
(iii) Anodonte Fischer de Waldheim, 1823 (Name No. 1269). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 10th May 1957, Dr. Fritz Haas (Chicago Natural History Museum, 
Chicago, Illinois, U.S.A.) submitted the following application in which he 
asked the Commission to use its Plenary Powers to protect the position of the 
well-known generic name Anodonta Lamarck, 1799, by suppressing the long- 
overlooked senior subjective synonym Glochidium Rathke, 1797 (Class 
Pelecypoda) :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to secure that the generic name 
‘*Anodonta ’? Lamarck, 1799 (Class Pelecypoda) shall be the 
oldest available name for the genus concerned (pro- 
posed validation of a ruling given in 
‘*¢ Opinion ’’ 94) 


By FRITZ HAAS 
(Curator of Lower Invertebrates, Chicago Natural History Museum, 
Chicago, Illinois) 


- The purpose of the present application is to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers for the 
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purpose of suppressing the generic name Glochidium Rathke, 1797 (Class 
Pelecypoda), in order thereby to render the well-known generic name Anodonta 
Lamarck, 1799, the oldest available name for the genus concerned. The 
present problem came to my notice when preparing the chapter on the 
Unionacea for the Treatise on Invertebrate Paleontology. When I made a 
preliminary communication on this subject to the Office of the Commission, 
I was informed by Mr. Hemming that the matter was even more urgent and 
important than I had supposed, for the name Anodonta Lamarck had been 
placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology as long ago as 1926 
(Smithson. misc. Coll. 73(4) : 12-13). Mr. Hemming explained that the 
arrangements for the publication of the Official List in book form are now 
well advanced! and, at his request, I have included in the present application 
certain additional matters which it is necessary should be dealt with before 
the Official List is published in the foregoing manner. The facts of this case 
are set out below. 


2. The well-known nominal genus Anodonta Lamarck, 1799, has as its 
type species by monotypy the nominal species Mytilus cygneus Linnaeus, 
1758. As already explained, this generic name has been placed on the Official 
List by the Ruling given in Opinion 94. The gender of this generic name has 
been determined by the Commission as the feminine gender by the Ruling 
given in Direction 42 (1956, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 1 (D) : 
153-170). The specific name cygneus Linnaeus, 1758, the specific name of 
the type species of Anodonta Lamarck, has been placed on the Official List 
of Specific Names in Zoology by a Ruling given in Opinion 336 (1955, loc. cit. 
10 : 77-108). 


3. Two years prior to the publication of the name Anodonta by Lamarck 
in 1799, Rathke published an article entitled ““Om Dam-Muslingen ” 
(“ Skrivter af Naturhistorie-Selskaber ’’, Copenhague, 4 : 139-179, pls. 8-10). 
In this paper on page 166 he established a new genus and nominal species 
to which he gave the names Glochidium and Glochidium parasiticum 
respectively. At the time that he published the above paper Rathke, as is 
well known, considered that his Glochidium parasiticum was a parasite 
found in the outer gills of Mytilus anatinus Linnaeus (=Anodonta anatina 
(Linnaeus)). However, one year later in a second paper on the pond mussel 
(loc. cit. (2) : 173-185) Rathke realised that his nominal species Glochidium 
parasiticum was no parasite but was the immature stage of Mytilus anatinus 
Linnaeus. There is, therefore, no doubt whatever that the name Glochidium 
parasiticum Rathke, 1797, applies to the same species as Mytilus anatinus 


1 When in February 1958 the final arrangements were made for the publication in book- 
form of the First Instalment of the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, it was 
necessary to decide what action should be taken in regard to the entry relating to the 
generic name Anodonta Lamarck, 1799, made by the Ruling given in Opinion 94 ; for, 
although that name was an available name and the oldest such name objectively applicable 
to the taxon concerned, Application Z.N.(S.) 1222 which had been submitted by Dr. Fritz 
Haas in May of the previous year had brought to light the existence of a name 
(Glochidium Rathke, 1797) which was currently regarded as a subjective senior synonym 
of Anodonta Lamarck. Two courses were then possible :—(a) to withdraw the name 
Anodonta Lamarck from the Official List, pending the taking by the Commission of 
a decision on Dr. Haas’s application in respect of the name Glochidium Rathke ; (b) to 
leave the name Anodonta Lamarck on the Official List in the Instalment then shortly 
to be published, having regard to the fact that the entry in regard to it possessed no 
objective nomenclatorial defect, all that was necessary being to afford protection to that 
name as against an older name synonymised with it on subjective taxonomic grounds. 
The second of these courses was considered the more appropriate and the name Anodonta 
Lamarck was accordingly retained on the Official List in its original position (1958, 
Off. List gen. Names Zool., First Instalm. : 46, No. 448). 
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Linnaeus, 1758, and therefore that the generic name Anodonta Lamarck, 1799, 
is a junior subjective synonym of the generic name Glochidium Rathke. 


4. The generic name Anodonta Lamarck is, however, found in every local 
fauna and in every textbook of zoology. It has, moreover, been on the 
Official List without challenge for over 30 years. In the course of over 150 
years this name has attained a vast popularity and it would be a manifest 
contravention of the principles of stability in nomenclature if this name were 
now to be rejected in favour of the name Glochidium Rathke which, as has 
been explained, has never been used as a generic name since the time of its 
original publication. The word “ Glochidium ”’ is, however, well known as 
a technical designation for the parasitic larval stage of species of this group 
and while it would be most confusing now to introduce this name as a 
generic name it is desirable that this word should be retained as a technical 
designation for the stage referred to above. 


5. I accordingly now ask the International Commission to use its Plenary 
Powers for the purpose of suppressing the generic name Glochidium Rathke, 
1797, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy. It is desirable, however, that the Commission should give a 
Ruling that the foregoing action shall not affect the availability of the word 
* Glochidium ”’ as a technical designation to denote the parasitic larval stage 
of species of the genus Anodonta Lamarck, 1799. A Ruling in this sense 
would follow the precedent set by the Commission by the Ruling given in its 
Opinion 129 when, after having suppressed the generic name Bipinnaria Sars, 
1835, it gave a Ruling that this action left unaffected the use of the term 
“ Bipinnaria ’’ as a technical designation to denote developmental stages. 


6. The specific name parasiticum Rathke, 1797, as published in the 
combination Glochidium parasiticum, is junior by many years to its subjective 
synonym anatinus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Mytilus 
anatinus. Accordingly, it is not proposed that any action should be taken in 
regard to this name. Under the Completeness-of-Opinion-Rule, I should, 
however, have asked that the specific name anatinus Linnaeus, 1758, as 
published in the above combination should be placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology if it were not for the fact that, as I am informed by 
Mr. Hemming, this action has already been taken by the International 
Commission by the Ruling given in its Opinion 336. 


7. In addition, there are four Invalid Emendations of the name Anodonta 
Lamarck, 1799. Of these, one Anodontigenus [Renier], [1804], has, I am 
informed, already been placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in Opinion 427. The others, 
which should now also be placed on the Official Index, are the following : 
(i) Anodon Oken, 1815 (Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3(1) : 326) (invalid also because 
published in a work rejected for nomenclatorial purposes by the Ruling given 
in Opinion 417) ; (ii) Anodontes Cuvier, 1817 (Régne Anim. 2 : 472) ; (ili) 
Anodonte Fischer de Waldheim, 1823 (Mém. Soc. imp. Nat. Moscou 6 : 230). 
There are also several junior homonyms of Anodonta Lamarck, 1799, but no 
action requires to be taken in regard to these, as they have, I am informed, 
already been placed on the Official Index by the Ruling given in Direction 72 
(now in the press).? 


8. For the reasons set out in the present application the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is now asked :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the generic name Glochidium 


= cee 72 has since been published (Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 1 (E) : 
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Rathke, 1797, for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for 
those of the Law of Homonymy ; 


(2) to give a Ruling that the action taken under (1) above shall not affect 
the availability of the word “* Glochidium ”’ as a technical designation 
to denote the parasitic larval stage of species of the genus Anodonta 
Lamarck, 1799 ; 


(3) to confirm the entry of the name Anodonta Lamarck, 1799, on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology made by the Ruling given in 
Opinion 94 ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Glochidium Rathke, 1797, as proposed in (1) above to be suppressed 
under the Plenary Powers, the entry so to be made to be 
endorsed as specified in (2) above ; 


(b) the under-mentioned Invalid Emendations of Anodonta Lamarck, 


(1) Anodon Oken, 1815 (a name invalid also under the Ruling 
given in Opinion 417) ; 
(ii) Anodontes Cuvier, 1817 ; 
(111) Anodonte Fischer de Waldheim, 1823. 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Haas’s 
application, the question of the possible use of the Plenary Power for suppressing 
the generic name Glochidium Rathke, 1797, was allotted the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.) 1222. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 13th May 1957 and was published on 26th August of the 
same year in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Haas (F.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 245-247). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 26th August 1957 (a) in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Haas’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given also to four general zoological serial publications and 
to one specialist serial. 


5. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed to be 
taken in the present case was received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)4 : On 17th March 1958 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)4) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic name 
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Anodonta Lamarck, 1799 (Class Pelecypoda), as set out in Points (1) to (4) 
in paragraph 8 on page 247 in Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen- 
clature’”’ [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 8 of the paper 
reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
17th June 1958. 


8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)4 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)4 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-two (22) 
Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Lemche ; Hering ; Mayr ; Vokes ; Prantl ; Key ; Dymond ; 
Riley ; Bonnet ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma; Mertens; do Amaral ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera; Bradley (J.C.); Stoll; Hemming ; 
Kiihnelt ; Tortonese ; Jaczewski ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1) : 
Hanko. 


_ 9. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 18th June 1958, Mr. Hemming, Secretary 
to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the Vote 
taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)4, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were 
as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in 
the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision so 
taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 22nd June 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)4. 


11. Original References for Generic Names : The following are the original 
references for the generic names placed on the Official Index of Rejected and 
Invalid Generic Names in Zoology by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 
Anodon Oken, 1815, Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3(1) : 326 
Anodonte Fischer de Waldheim, 1823, Mém. Soc. imp. Nat. Moscou 6 : 230 
Anodontes Cuvier (G.L.C.F.D.), 1817, Régne Anim. 2 : 472 
Glochidium Rathke, 1797, Skrift. Naturhist.-Selskaber 4(1) : 166 


12. Family-Group-Name Aspects : In accordance with a decision taken 
shortly after the close of the Fourteenth International Congress of Zoology, 
Copenhagen, 1953, the initial stage of the review of the entries made on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology in the period up to the end of 1936 
was confined to an examination of problems arising in connection with the 
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generic names themselves or with the names of the type species of the genera 
concerned, it being judged more convenient to postpone for a short time the 
examination of the more comprehensive problems involved at the family-group- 
name level. Under this procedure any family-group-name problems arising 
in connection with the present case will be placed before the Commission in 
the Report to be prepared in due course on the family-group-name problems 
arising in connection with the names of genera belonging to the Phylum 
Mollusca placed on the Official List in the period referred to above. 


13. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures: The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


14. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-One (561) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-Second day of June, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME “‘ANONYMA”’ LEWIS (W.A.), 1872, AS PUBLISHED IN 
THE COMBINATION ‘* LIMENITIS ANONYMA” (CLASS 
INSECTA, ORDER LEPIDOPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the specific name anonyma 
Lewis (W.A.), 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis anonyma, 
is hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those 
of the Law of Homonymy. 


(2) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally eae 
below :— 


(a) camilla Linnaeus, 1763, as published in the combination Papilio camilla 
(Name No. 1645) ; 


(b) reducta Staudinger, 1901, as published in the combination Limenitis 
camilla Schiff. var. reducta (Name No. 1646) ; 


(c) schiffermulleri [sic] Higgins, 1933, as published in the combination 
Limenitis schiffermulleri [sic] (Name No. 1647) ; 


(d) rivularis Scopoli, 1763, as published in the combination Papilio rivularis, 
the entry so made to bear the endorsement that the nominal species 
so named is to be interpreted by reference to the specimen figured 
by Scopoli (J.A.) as Figure 443 in 1763 in the work entitled Entomologia 
Carniolica, that specimen having been designated to be the lectotype 
of the above nominal species by Hemming (F.) in paragraph 3 of the 
communication reproduced as Part 3 of the Appendix to the document 
given in paragraph 14 of the present Opinion (Name No. 1648). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) anonyma Lewis (W.A.), 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis 
anonyma, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1) above (Name 
No. 585) ; 


(b) camilla [Denis & Schiffermiiller], 1775, as published in the combination 
Papilio camilla (a junior homonym of camilla Linnaeus, 1763, as 
published in the combination Papilio camilla) (Name No. 586) ; 


(c) innominata Lewis (W.A.), 1872, as published in the combination Neptis 
innominata (a junior objective synonym of Jucilla [Denis & Schiffer- 
miller], 1775, as published in the combination Papilio lucilla) (Name 
No. 587). 
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J. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 11th May 1957, Mr. Francis Hemming (London) and Mr. N. D. Riley 
(British Museum (Natural History), London) submitted the following joint 
application in which they asked the Commission in the interest of stability 
and universality in nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the 
specific name anonyma Lewis, 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis 
anonyma, on the ground that this name which they explained had only recently 
been exhumed from obscurity, was unsuitable and undesirable :— 


Proposed suppression under the Plenary Powers of the specific name 
‘‘ anonyma ’’ Lewis (W.A.), 1872, as published in the combination 
‘* Limenitis anonyma ’’ (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(London) 
and 
N.dDs RILEY) C.B-E: 
(British Museum (Natural History), London) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to take such action as may be 
necessary to make it clear that the name anonyma Lewis (W.A.), 1872, as 
published in the combination Limenitis anonyma (Class Insecta, Order 
Lepidoptera) possesses no status of availability in zoological nomenclature. 
For the reasons given below we are of the opinion that the above name and 
also the name Neptis innominata introduced in the same paper were published 
as an ironical protest against various changes which had recently been 
introduced in the nomenclature of the European butterflies, that they were 
not seriously put forward for use for the species concerned and therefore that 
they are already invalid under a decision by the Copenhagen (1953) Congress 
discussed later in the present paper. The circumstances of this case are set 
out below. 


2. The names referred to above were published in 1872 (The Zoologist 
(2)(7) : 3074-3075) in a paper entitled “‘ New Names for European 
Butterflies ’’ written by an author named W. A. Lewis. Both names appeared 
on page 3074. 


3. Lewis’s paper started with the following sentence: “ The following 
corrections of synonymy appear to be rendered necessary by Dr. Staudinger’s 
‘Catalog der Lepidopteren ’ (1871), and Mr. W. F. Kirby’s ‘ Catalogue of 
Diurnal Lepidoptera’ (1871) ”’. This is followed by the names quoted above, 
to each of which was attached the word “‘mihi’’. No descriptions were 
given for the new nominal species so established, the “ indications ’’ provided 
consisting of bibliographical references to names published by previous 
authors for the species concerned. Lewis’s note was then brought to a close 
by the following sentence :—“I propose to take an early opportunity of 
explaining these ‘reforms’ and of commenting upon the others (to the 
number of several dozens) now imminent. There appears a good prospect that 
we shall very soon have a quite new and really serviceable nomenclature ”’. 


4. Lewis never published his promised explanation and the paper discussed 
above is fortunately his only venture into the field of zoological nomenclature. 
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5. Viewed superficially, Lewis’s paper has at first sight the appearance of 
being a serious contribution to the subject, but closer inspection leaves no 
doubt in our mind that in fact it was not. In particular we are led to this 
conclusion by the following considerations : (1) The paper was written shortly 
after the publication of Staudinger’s (1870) and Kirby’s (1871) Catalogues, 
both of which had been severely criticised for the number of changes in current 
nomenclature introduced. If Lewis had been a specialist in this group of 
insects and had held views similar to that of the authors referred to above, 
he might well have thought it desirable to introduce further changes, but, as 
he was not such a specialist, it seems much more likely that he was one of those 
entomologists who objected to the changes introduced by Staudinger and 
Kirby respectively and that his purpose in writing the paper under considera- 
tion was to protest against, and to ridicule, the policy of name-changing 
adopted by the above authors. (2) That this was Lewis’s intention seems to be 
strongly supported by the equivocal wording of the concluding sentence of his 
paper (quoted in paragraph 3 above). For if this was not his attitude why 
should he have placed in inverted commas the word “ reforms’’ when 
describing the action taken by himself in his paper? This action of his seems 
inexplicable if he really considered that the introduction of the new names 
published in his paper represented a reform. If he had genuinely considered 
these names necessary, why should he have thought it necessary to promise 
an explanation of his reasons for bringing them forward. The remark that 
the introduction of these names, coupled with the promised introduction of 
other new names “to the number of several dozens ’’ would very soon lead 
to “a quite new and really serviceable nomenclature ’’ seems to be meaning- 
less on any assumption other than that he was writing ironically and that 
in fact he was strongly opposed to the changing of well-established names. 
(3) These conclusions appear to us to be greatly strengthened by the choice 
by Lewis of the words “ anonyma”’ and “ innominata’’ as the new specific 
names which he was then introducing, for it seems to us impossible to believe 
that the adoption of these words as specific names could be regarded by 
anyone as being calculated to promote “a really serviceable nomenclature ”’. 


6. Weare of the opinion therefore that the two names discussed above were 
introduced by Lewis as a protest against the recent action by Staudinger and 
Kirby in changing well-known names and that these two objectionable—and 
indeed ridiculous—names were not seriously put forward for use for the species 
concerned. If, as we believe, this is the correct interpretation of Lewis’s paper, 
the names anonyma Lewis and innominata Lewis, as “‘ names published for 
some purpose other than for use in zoological nomenclature ”’ fall within the 
scope of the provision on this subject inserted in the Rég/es by the Fourteenth 
International Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953 (see 1953, Copenhagen 
Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 63, Decision 114) and possess no status in zoo- 
logical nomenclature. We recognise, however, that it is sometimes difficult 
to determine with certainty whether a given paper is written seriously or 
whether it was composed in a spirit of irony or sarcasm. Moreover, even 
when the intention of a paper is clearly ironical to one reader, it may not 
appear so to another. In particular, an ironical intention in a paper, though 
clear to readers in whose native tongue the paper was written may not be so 
clear, and may not be clear at all, to readers whose native tongue is some other 
language. While adhering to our interpretation of Lewis’s paper, we conclude 
therefore that this is a case where the Copenhagen decision referred to above is 
incapable of providing a definite and final decision. That situations of this kind 
might be expected to arise was indeed anticipated by the Copenhagen 
Congress, for in the concluding section of the Decision referred to above it 
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laid down that “‘ any case where it is not clear whether the name in question 
was intended for use in zoological nomenclature should be referred to the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature for decision”. It is 
in accordance with this provision that we now bring this case before the 
Commission. In view of the difficulties which, as we have explained, are 
sometimes involved in determining whether or not a given name was 
“* published for some purpose other than for use in zoological nomenclature ”’, 
we do not ask the Commission to pronounce upon Lewis’s two names from 
this point of view. One of those names is (as we shall show) already 
objectively invalid for other reasons, while as regards the other our only 
object is to prevent its becoming the oldest available name for the species 
concerned. ‘This being so, we consider that the simplest and most practical 
course will be to ask the International Commission to suppress the name 
concerned (anonyma Lewis) under its Plenary Powers, without reference to 
the question whether or not that name is already invalid under the 
Copenhagen decision discussed above. 


(a) The species of ‘‘ Limenitis ’’ involved 


7. In order to appreciate the position—from the taxonomic point of view— 
of the name anonyma Lewis, 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis 
anonyma, it is necessary briefly to recall the chequered history of the 
nomenclature employed for the two small European species of the genus 
Limenitis Fabricius involved in this case. One of these species occurs in 
England, where it is known as “ The White Admiral’’ ; the second has a 
more southerly distribution in Europe and does not extend as far as England. 
We may refer to these species as Species ““A’’ and Species “ B ”’ respectively. 
The first name to be given to either species was Papilio camilla Linnaeus, 
1763 (Mus. Lud. Uir. : 304). This name, as is now known, applies to Species 
‘A’. Shortly after its publication this name was abandoned by Linnaeus 
who in 1767 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 12) 1(2) : 781) renamed Species “A’’ Papilio 
sibilla. The first authors to deal simultaneously both with Species “A’’ and 
with Species ““B’”’ were Denis & Schiffermiiller (1775, Anktind. syst. Werk. 
Schmett. Wien. Gegend : 172) who used the specific name sibilla Linnaeus 
(in the incorrect form sibylla) for Species ““A’’ and applied to Species “ B ” 
the name camilla which they treated as a new name. This arrangement 
continued in use until the early years of the present century, when a change 
was necessitated by the revival of the specific name camilla Linnaeus, 1763, 
which for so long had been so strangely neglected. The change so introduced 
marked a sharp break in historical continuity, for it involved not only the 
attribution of the name camilla to Linnaeus instead of to Denis & 
Schiffermtiller but also—and much more serious—the transfer of the name 
camilla from Species “‘ B’’ to Species ”’A‘“‘. This made it necessary to provide 
another name for Species “B’’. The oldest available name for that species 
was then believed to be the name rivularis Scopoli, 1763 (Ent. carn. : 165), as 
published in the combination Papilio rivularis. This was not a very satis- 
factory name, as by some authors (e.g. Werneburg, 1864, Beitr. SchmetiK. 
1 : 389) it had been identified with the species then known as Neptis lucilla 
([Denis & Schiffermiiller], 1775). At the time in question it was, however, 
considered that this name applied to Species “‘B’’ and it was accordingly 
then introduced for that species. Thereafter for the next twenty-five years 
the name rivularis Scopoli was in general use for Species ““B”’. A further 
break, however, occurred in 1933 when Higgins (Proc. ent. Soc. Lond. 7 : 60, 
fig. 1 (facsimile of fig. 443 by Scopoli of Pap. rivularis)) demonstrated that 
Werneburg had been correct when he synonymised the name rivularis Scopoli 
with the Neptis species described in 1775 by Denis & Schiffermiiller as 
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Papilio lucilla. Copies of Scopoli’s Ent. carn. almost invariably lack the 
plates which are extremely scarce. A copy containing the plates had, however, 
been examined by Higgins who had found that Scopoli’s figure (fig. 443) of 
his Papilio rivularis represented unmistakably a specimen of the species 
known as Neptis lucilla. That figure was taken by Higgins as the standard 
of reference for the interpretation of Papilio rivularis Scopoli, and thus 
became the lectotype for that species. Higgins (: 61) provided the Austrian 
subspecies of Species ““ B’’ with a name, calling it Limenitis schiffermulleri,1 
which he based upon Papilio camilla [Denis & Schiffermiiller], 1775, to 
which reference has been made above. The question of the name to be 
used for Species ““ B”’ as a whole remained, however, unsettled at that time, 
it being necessary to carry out a search of the literature in order to determine 
what was the oldest available name for any of the taxa subjectively associated 
with Species “ B” as subspecies. This search was conducted as rapidly as 
possible and in the following year it was shown (Hemming, 1934, Entomologist 
67 : 2) that the oldest available name was reducta Staudinger, 1901, which 
was thereupon introduced for Species ““B’’. The name reducta which was 
published in the combination Limenitis camilla Schiff. var. reducta, was a 
name proposed by Staudinger (1901, in Staudinger & Rebel, Cat. Lepid. pal. 
Faunengeb. 1 : 22) for the subspecies of Species “‘ B ”’ occurring in Southern 
Armenia and Northern Persia. 


8. We consider it important that there should be no further disturbance 
in the name to be used for Species “‘ B ” and we are of the opinion that such a 
disturbance would be particularly objectionable if it were to be occasioned 
by the introduction of the long-forgotten name anonyma Lewis, 1872, which 
moreover, as we have explained, we hold to be already objectively invalid 
and therefore unavailable for use in zoological nomenclature. Fortunately, 
the name anonyma has thus far been employed by only two authors in works 
of a general character (Verity, 1950 (Farfalle diurne d’Italia 4) ; 1952 (Var. 
géogr. sais. Pap. diurn. France 2) ; Forster, 1955 (Die Schmett. Mitteleurop. 2)) 
and has not had time to come into any general use, being still unknown to 
most workers. The moment is therefore very opportune for its suppression 
under the Plenary Powers. This is the course which we recommend for the 
consideration of the International Commission. As part of this proposal we 
ask that the name anonyma Lewis, suppressed as proposed, should be placed 
on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology. 
Under the Completeness-of-Opinions Rule the specific name camilla [Denis & 
Schiffermiiller], 1775 (Papilio) (as a junior homonym of camilla Linnaeus, 
1763 (Papilio)) should be placed on the same Index, while the following names 
should be placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology : (a) camilla 
Linnaeus, 1763 (Papilio) {oldest available specific name for Species “‘A’’] ; 
(b) reducta Staudinger, 1901 (Limenitis camilla Schiff. var.) [oldest available 
specific name for Species “‘ B’’] ; (c) schiffermulleri Higgins, 1933 (Limenitis) 
[oldest available name for the Central European subspecies of Species “ B”’, 
being based upon the invalid name Papilio camilla [Denis & Schiffermiller], 
1775] ; (d) rivularis Scopoli, 1763 (Papilio), as defined by the lectotype selected 
by Higgins (1933) [oldest available specific name for the Nepfis species 
formerly known by the later name Neptis lucilla ([Denis & Schiffermiiller], 
LTS 


The entomologist after whom this taxon was named was Ignaz Schiffermiiller. This 
specific name should therefore have been printed as schiffermuelleri or less desirably as 
schiffermiilleri. It was, however, published in the incorrect form schiffermulleri. Under 
the relevant decision of the Copenhagen Congress (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. 
Nomencl. : 57-58, Decision 101) the incorrect form for this word is not liable to emenda- 
tion and is accordingly employed here. 
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(b) The species of ‘* Neptis ’’ involved 


9. The species of the genus Neptis Fabricius involved in the present caseis 
the species which (as explained in paragraph 7 above) was for long known as 
Neptis lucilla ((Denis & Schiffermiiller], 1775) but which, as Higgins (1933) 
showed was first named as Papilio rivularis by Scopoli in 1763. Lewis in the 
paper with which we are here concerned rejected the name J/ucilla [Denis & 
Schiffermiiller] as a “‘n. Cat.’’, meaning presumably that he regarded it as 
having been a nomen nudum as introduced by those authors, and, believing 
the species to be without a valid name, called it Neptis innominata. The name 
so given would have been superfluous, even if Lewis had been correct in 
rejecting the name J/ucilla [Denis & Schiffermiiller], for it would have been a 
junior subjective synonym of the name rivularis Scopoli, 1763. Contrary to 
the view expressed by Lewis, the name /ucilla Schiffermiiller though only very 
briefly described, is not a nomen nudum and therefore possesses the status of 
availability. Accordingly, the name innominata Lewis is not only a junior 
subjective synonym of rivularis Scopoli but is in addition a junior objective 
synonym of lucilla {Denis & Schiffermiiller]. It is thus an objectively invalid 
name, quite apart from the question whether or not it was seriously published 
as a name for use in zoological nomenclature, a subject on which we have 
expressed our view earlier in the present paper. In the circumstances the only 
action required is to place the name innominata Lewis, 1872, on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology, for the necessary 
counterpart action, namely the addition of the specific name rivularis Scopoli, 
1763, to the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology, has already been 
recommended in paragraph 8 above. 


Recommendations 


10. For the reasons set out in the present application the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is asked :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the specific name anonyma Lewis, 
1872, as published in the combination Limenitis anonyma, for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) camilla Linnaeus, 1763, as published in the combination Papilio 
camilla ; 


(b) reducta Staudinger, 1901, as published in the combination 
Limenitis camilla Schiff. var. reducta ; 


(c) schiffermulleri Higgins, 1933, as published in the combination 
Limenitis schiffermulleri ; 


(d) rivularis Scopoli, 1763, as published in the combination Papilio 
rivularis, as interpreted by the lectotype selected by Higgins 
(1933) (fig. 443 published by Scopoli) ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) anonyma Lewis, 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis 
anonyma, as proposed in (1) above to be suppressed under the 
Plenary Powers ; 
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(b) camilla [Denis & Schiffermiiller], 1775, as published in the 
combination Papilio camilla (a junior homonym of camilla 
Linnaeus, 1763, as published in the combination Papilio 
camilla) ; 


(c) innominata Lewis, 1872, as published in the combination Neptis 
innominata (a junior objective synonym of Jucilla [Denis & 
Schiffermiiller], 1775, as published in the combination Papilio 
lucilla). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of the present 
application, the question of the possible use of the Plenary Powers for the 
purpose of suppressing the specific name anonyma Lewis, 1872, as published 
in the combination Limenitis anonyma, was allotted the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.) 1180. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 4th June 1957 and was published on 26th August of the same 
year in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Hemming 
(F.), & Riley (N.D.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 257-263). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given (a) in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomen- 
clature (the Part in which the application submitted by Mr. Hemming and 
Mr. Riley was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition, such Notice was given also to four general zoological serial 
publications and to eight entomological serials. 


5. Support received from two lepidopterists : Two lepidopterists (Union of 
South Africa, one ; U.S.A., one) intimated their support for the action proposed 
to be taken in the present case. The communications so received are reproduced 
in the immediately following paragraphs. 


6. Support received from G. van Son : On 3rd December 1957, Dr. G. van Son 
(Transvaal Museum, Pretoria, South Africa), to whom separates of a number of 
recent applications, including the present, had been sent, replied as follows :— 


I completely agree to the proposed recommendations concerning each 
one of the items dealt with, in their entirety and hope they will be sanctioned 
by the International Commission. 


7. Support received from Cyril F. dos Passos: On 16th December 1957, 
Mr. Cyril F. dos Passos (Mendham, N.J., U.S.A.) intimated as follows his 
support for the action proposed in the present case :— 


With reference to the proposal of N. D. Riley and yourself for the 
suppression under the Plenary Powers of the specific name anonyma Lewis 
(W.A.), 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis anonyma (Class 
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Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) (1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. vol. 13, pt. 8, 
pp. 257-263), I am in agreement respecting your recommendations on page 
262 but not with your reasoning respecting Lewis’s alleged motives in 
publishing that name. 


8. No objection received to the general purposes of the present application : 
No objection to the general purposes of the present application was received from 
any source, though a criticism on a point of detail was furnished by one 
Member of the Commission (paragraph 9 below). 


9. A criticism received from J. Chester Bradley from a procedural point of 
view and suggested adoption of the neotype procedure : On 23rd October 1957 
there was received in the Office of the Commission a communication from 
Professor J. Chester Bradley (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.), m 
which, without entering into the merits of the proposal submitted, he expressed 
the opinion that from the procedural basis the proposal was defective, it 
not being the case, in his view, that a lectotype for the nominal species Papilio 
rivularis Scopoli, 1763, had been effectively selected by Higgins in 1933. 
Professor Bradley added that in the circumstances it would, in his view, be 
““much better procedure to establish a modern specimen as a neotype”’. 
This communication was transmitted to the applicants in this case for comments. 
Mr. Hemming replied on 26th February 1958 and Mr. Riley on 4th March 1958. 
The three documents in question are reproduced below. 


PART 1 


Criticism by J. Chester Bradley of a procedural aspect of the 
proposals submitted in Application Z.N.(S.) 1180 (‘‘ Limenitis 
anonyma ””) 


Bull. 13 : 257-263. Limenitis anonyma. On p. 260 the following statement 
occurs : ‘‘ That figure was taken by Higgins as the standard of reference for 
the interpretation of Papilio rivularis Scopoli, and thus became the lectotype 
for that species.’’ A lectotype is and can only be a specimen (cf. Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 186) “A single specimen selected . . . from a series of syntypes ”’, 
but (cf. Copenhagen Decisions, para. 137, sub-para. 4) an original figure 
may be selected to represent the lectotype. Hence para. 10 (2, d) of the 
application should read “ by the figure selected to represent the lectotype ”’. 


In my view a restrictive action, such as that taken by Higgins, cannot be 
recognised as being sufficient to establish a lectotype. I think that a definitie 
statement that a lectotype is being established should be insisted on. Since 
no such statement appears to have been made by Higgins, I think it would be 
much better procedure to establish a modern specimen as a neotype. 


In this case it may make no difference. But in other instances to establish 
a figure to represent a lectotype when the specimen from which it was drawn 
is not known to exist, could have the effect of making a nomen dubium of 
the species. 


Suppose that it were now to be found that there are two species of Limenitis 
with southerly distribution that cannot be distinguished except by genitalia. 
L. rivularis, if interpretable from a figure only, would become a nomen 
dubium, whereas if a specimen existed as a neotype and a male had been 
properly chosen, it could be definitely identified taxonomically. 
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Comments by the applicants on the issues raised by Professor Chester 
Bradley 


(a) Comment furnished by Francis Hemming (London) 


Professor J. Chester Bradley has furnished some observations on the 
application submitted by Mr. Riley and myself regarding the specific name 
anonyma Lewis, 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis anonyma. 
I have considered these carefully and submit the following observations. 


2. Three points are made by Professor Bradley, namely :— 


(a) that in paragraph 7 of our application (: 260) where, when discussing 
Higgins’s action in 1933, we said that he had taken the previously 
overlooked figure of Scopoli’s to be the lectotype of Papilio rivularis 
Scopoli, it would have been more correct for us to have stated that 
Higgins designated that figure to represent the lectotype, since 
lectotypes must be specimens and cannot be figures ; 


(b) that, in his (Professor Bradley’s) view, Higgins’s action should not be 
regarded as constituting the designation of the above figure to 
represent the lectotype of the above species, because Higgins did not 
use the word “lectotype”’, a requirement which Professor Bradley 
considers ought to be regarded as being an essential requirement 
in such a case ; 


(c) that it would be better if the interpretation of Papilio rivularis Scopoli 
were to be determined by a neotype rather than by the figure provided 
by Scopoli at the time when he published this name. 


3. As regards Professor Bradley’s Point (a) I agree that a drafting point 
does arise here. It would, I consider, have been better if, instead of speaking 
of Higgins having designated Scopoli’s figure to be the lectotype, we had used 
a phrase which has been employed by other authors when making similar 
applications to the Commission and had spoken of “ the specimen figured by 
Scopoli ”’ as having been designated by Higgins to be the lectotype of Scopoli’s 
nominal species Papilio rivularis. 


4. I am unable to accept the argument advanced by Professor Bradley in 
his Point (b). In my view nothing could be clearer than the action taken by 
Higgins in this matter. As explained in our application, he (i) pointed out 
that, although for a good many years the nominal species Papilio rivularis 
Scopoli had been taken by many but not all authors as representing the 
Continental (non-British) White Admiral species of the genus Limenitis and 
the name rivularis had been used in that sense, the figure given by Scopoli 
(a facsimile of which was provided by Higgins) represented a superficially 
similar but actually very different species belonging to the genus Neptis, 
(ii) stated that in consequence the name rivularis Scopoli applied to the 
Neptis species and not to the Limenitis species, as had erroneously been 
considered by many authors, and (iii) gave a new name (schiffermulleri) 
to the Austrian subspecies of the Limenitis species which was left without 
a name now that it was seen that the name rivularis Scopoli was not applicable 
to it. Nothing, in my view, could be more categorical than the action taken 
by Higgins in this matter and his action appears to us to fulfil all the require- 
ments which are called for, or which could reasonably be called for, in such 
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a case. It is true that Higgins did not actually use the word “ lectotype”’, 
but, although I consider that it would be of advantage that that word should 
be used by authors when making such determinations, I am strongly of the 
opinion that it would be a retrograde step if such a requirement were to be 
inserted in the Régles and one which would be rightly open to the charge 
of what Dr. J. Brookes Knight of the Smithsonian Institution, Washington, 
D.C., termed “ ritualism’’ (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 68-70, Item 6) 
when in a different context the Commission gave a ruling that the failure 
to take certain formal steps invalidated a name, even though from 
a commonsense point of view the action taken by the author concerned was 
perfectly clear and there was not the slightest reason why the name concerned 
should be rejected.2, Moreover, the adoption of such a rule would, in my 
opinion, be highly undesirable, for it would invalidate many long-established 
lectotype selections and would lead to undesirable and pointless name- 
changing. 


5. Nor am I able to accept the suggestion put forward in Professor 
Bradley’s Point (c). It seems to me that there is no valid reason why a 
neotype should be set up for the purpose of providing for the interpretation 
of the species of the genus Neptis (not of the genus Limenitis, as inadvertently 
stated in Professor Bradley’s note) to which the name Papilio rivularis, 
Scopoli, 1763, is properly applicable, for the taxon concerned is clearly 
recognisable from the figure provided by Scopoli himself. There are two 
further reasons why, in my view, the neotype procedure would be undesirable 
in this case, namely (a) that that procedure is cumbrous and slow and its 
adoption would greatly delay the taking of a decision on the proposals 
submitted without conferring any corresponding gain, and (b) that the resort 
to the neotype procedure in the case of a taxon (such as the European Neptis 
species concerned), which has been known for nearly two hundred years 
and as to the interpretation of which there is no doubt, would offend against 
the Copenhagen Rule that neotypes “‘ are not to be designated for themselves 
alone, or as a curatorial routine’ but are to be designated “ only in excep- 
tional circumstances when they are desirable in the interests of stability ” 
(1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 28, Decision 34). 


(b) Comment furnished by N. D. Riley (British Museum 
(Natural History), London) 


I am grateful to Professor Chester Bradley for furnishing observations on 
our application relating to the specific name anonyma Lewis, 1872, as 
published in the combination Limenitis anonyma. 


I consider that, though it would have been better had Higgins unequi- 
vocally set up a lectotype, in this case (almost to use Professor Bradley’s 
own words) lack of such specific restriction ‘‘makes no difference ’’, the 
identification of the species under discussion not being in doubt. Higgins’s 
action, followed by that taken by Mr. Hemming and myself, seems to me 
adequate for the purposes in view. 


As regards the interpretation of the nominal species Papilio rivularis 
Scopoli, it will be apparent that there are no “‘ exceptional circumstances ” 
(1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 28, Decision 34) calling for the 
making of a neotype in this case. I consider that to make one is therefore 
not only unnecessary but undesirable. 


* The Ruling here referred to was later rescinded by the Commission with the approval 
of The Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (see 1950, Bull zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 78 - 80) 
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Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


10. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)5 : On 17th March 1958 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)5), together with a statement giving the text of the communications 
reproduced in paragraph 9 above, was issued in which the Members of the 
Commission were invited to vote either for, or against, “ the proposal relating 
to the specific name anonyma Lewis, 1872, as published in the combination 
Limenitis anonyma, and matters associated therewith, as set out in Points (1) to 
(3) in paragraph 10 on pages 262 to 263 in Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoo- 
logical Nomenclature ’’ [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 10 
of the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


11. The Prescribed Voting Period: As the foregoing Voting Paper was 
issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
17th June 1958. 


12. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)5 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)5 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-one (21) 
Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Lemche ; Hering ; Mayr ; Vokes ; Prantl ; Key?; Jaczewski ; 
Dymond; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma*; do Amaral ; 
Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera; Bradley (J.C.); Stoll; Hemming ; 
Kithnelt ; Tortonese ; 


(b) Negative Votes, one (1): 
Mertens ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
See wiilerr: 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, one (1) : 
Hanko. 


13. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 18th June 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)5, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 12 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


14. Submission of a Revised Proposal relating to the recognition of a lecto- 
type for the nominal species ‘‘ Papilio rivularis ’’ Scopoli, 1763 : On 21st June 
1958, Mr. Hemming as Secretary (a) reviewed certain representations regarding 
the recognition of a lectotype for the nominal species Papilio rivularis Scopoli, 
1763, which had been received during the Prescribed Voting Period in respect 


3 Subject to the reservation as regards proposal (2)(d) set out in the note reproduced in 
Part 2 of the Appendix to the Minute by the Secretary reproduced in paragraph 14 of the 
present Opinion. 

4 Subject to the reservation as regards proposal (2)(d) set out in the note reproduced in 
Part 1 of the Appendix to the Minute referred to in the immediately preceding Footnote. 
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of Voting Paper V.P.(58)5, these representations being supplementary to those 
which had been received after the publication of the present application in the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature and before the issue of the above Voting 
Paper®, and (b) executed a Minute as follows containing certain directions as 
to the action to be taken in connection with the preparation of the Ruling 
required for the Opinion to be prepared for giving effect to the decision taken 
by the Commission on the aforesaid Voting Paper :— 


Question of the designation of a lectotype for the nominal species 
‘* Papilio rivularis ’’ Scopoli, 1763 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


In connection with the preparation of the Ruling to be given in the Opinion 
embodying the decision taken by the Commission by its vote on Voting 
Paper V.P.(58)5 it has been necessary to give further consideration to the 
question of the designation of a lectotype for the nominal species Papilio 
rivularis Scopoli, 1763, which formed the subject of proposal (2)(d) in the 
application dealt with in the above Voting Paper. 


2. In the original application in this case the applicants (Hemming & 
Riley) took the view that a lectotype for the above species had been effectively 
selected by Higgins (L.G.) in 1933 when that author (a) had published 
a facsimile representation of the figure (fig. 443) given by Scopoli for this 
species in 1763 and (b) had introduced a new name (Limenitis schiffermulleri) 
for the species to which the specific name rivularis Scopoli had until then been 
widely applied. In the interval between the publication of the application 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature and the close of the Prescribed 
Six-Month Waiting Period the above view in regard to this matter was 
contested by Commissioner J. Chester Bradley (Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.). 
The document so submitted, together with the comments thereon furnished 
by the applicants, was communicated to the Members of the Commission 
simultaneously with the issue of the Voting Paper (V.P.(58)5) relating to this 
case. 


3. At the time of the voting on the above Voting Paper, Professor Bradley 
while supporting the application submitted, excluded from the approval so 
given the portion of the proposal relating to the recognition of Higgins’s 
(1933) action as constituting a lectotype selection for the nominal species 
Papilio rivularis Scopoli. A similar reservation was made by Dr. K. H. L. 
Key (Canberra, A.C.T., Australia). The documents so furnished are repro- 
duced in Parts 1 and 2 respectively of the Appendix to the present Minute. 
The foregoing documents were communicated by the Office of the Com- 
mission to the applicants for comment. The communication received in 
reply from Mr. Francis Hemming (London), the senior applicant, is reproduced 
in Part 3 of the Appendix to the present Minute. 


4. In the document referred to above Mr. Hemming, while adhering to 
his original standpoint, took up a suggestion made by Dr. Key that complete 
agreement might be secured in the present matter if, without prejudice 
to the interpretation of the status of Higgins’s action in 1933, a formal lectotype 
selection in the same sense were now to be made in the most rigorous terms. 
Such a selection was accordingly made in the penultimate paragraph of 


5 For the representations here referred to see paragraph 9 of the present Opinion. 
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the communication submitted. In the same communication it was suggested 
that that document should itself be incorporated in the Commission’s 
Opinion in this case, this being necessary in view of the fact that the lectotype 
selection in question will become effective and binding only when the com- 
munication containing it is duly published. In the concluding paragraph 
Mr. Hemming asked that, so far as concerns the selection of a lectotype 
for the nominal species Papilio rivularis Scopoli, the revised proposals sub- 
mitted might be regarded as replacing those put forward in the original 
application. 


5. As Secretary to the Commission, I am of the opinion that the needs 
of the present case will best be met by the adoption of the revised proposals 
outlined above, having regard to the fact that those proposals meet completely 
the apprehensions expressed by Commissioners Bradley and Key, while 
being acceptable also to the applicants in the present case, being indeed 
actually put forward by those specialists. Accordingly, in the foregoing 
capacity I now hereby direct as follows, namely :— 


(1) that the present Minute with the attached Appendix containing the 
communications received from Commissioners Bradley, Key and 
Hemming be reproduced in the Opinion to be prepared for the 
purpose of giving effect to the vote taken by the Commission on 
Voting Paper V.P.(58)5 ; 


(2) that in the portion of the Ruling to be given in the foregoing Opinion 
relating to the entry on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology 
of the specific name rivularis Scopoli, 1763, as published in the 
combination Papilio rivularis, the selection as the lectotype of the 
above nominal species of the specimen shown in figure 443 in the 
work by Scopoli entitled Entomologia Carniolica be attributed 
to Hemming (F.) and treated as having been first published in the 
Opinion to be rendered in the present case in the document reproduced 
in Part 3 of the Appendix to the present Minute instead of to 
“ Higgins (1933)” as originally proposed. 


APPENDIX TO SECRETARY’S MINUTE DATED 21st JUNE 1958 
The question of the designation of a lectotype for the nominal species 
‘* papilio rivularis ’’ Scopoli, 1763 
Part 1 
Comment by J. CHESTER BRADLEY 
(dated 11th May 1958) 


I vote for the proposal . . . except (2, d). I vote to eliminate “ the 
lectotype selected by Higgins (1933) ’’ so that the last phrase will read “as 
interpreted by fig. 443 published by Scopoli, 1763 ”’. 


Part 2 
Comment by K. H. L. KEY 
(dated 23rd March 1958) 


I vote for the proposal . . . except as regards the words “as interpreted 
by the lectotype . . . by Scopoli’’ (para. 10 (2)(d)), which I consider should 
be deleted. 
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I consider no evidence has been submitted of any intention by Higgins 
to select a single type or to select a figure to represent a single type. It 
appears rather that Higgins merely rediscovered the figure (as he might 
have rediscovered an overlooked sentence of the description) and found 
it to be crucial to the recognition of the species. I would not object to the 
wording “‘. . . as interpreted by the fig. 443 published by Scopoli’’, but 
if it is considered essential to have a lectotype cited, then I think Hemming 
and Riley should select it. They could, of course, select the specimen 
figured. by Scopoli. 


Part 3 
Comment by FRANCIS HEMMING 
(letter dated 20th June 1958) 


I am grateful for having been afforded an opportunity of considering the 
observations as to the interpretation of the nominal species Papilio rivularis 
Scopoli, 1763, annexed by Commissioners Key and Bradley to their copies 
of Voting Paper V.P.(58)5. 


I must say first that I stand firmly by the view expressed in my letter of 
26th February last that Mr. Riley and I were correct when in our original 
application we interpreted the action taken by Lionel Higgins in 1933 (Proc. 
ent. Soc. Lond. 7 : 60-61, fig. 1 (facsimile of fig. 443 of Scopoli, 1763)) as 
constituting a valid selection by Higgins of the Neptis specimen figured by © 
Scopoli to be the lectotype of the nominal species Papilio rivularis established 
by that author. However, in the circumstances now disclosed I agree that 
the matter should be placed beyond reach of further discussion and I con- 
sider that the best means of attaining that end is that suggested by Dr. Key, 
namely, that an unequivocal lectotype selection should now be made for the 
above nominal species. 


I accordingly hereby select the specimen figured by Scopoli as figure 443 
in the work entitled Entomologia Carniolica to be the lectotype of the nominal 
species Papilio rivularis Scopoli, 1763, and J now designate it as such. 


Further, I would suggest that, in order to secure due publication, the text 
of the present letter should be included in the Opinion to be rendered in this 
case. Finally, I shall be glad if, so far as concerns the designation of a lecto- 
type for the nominal species Papilio rivularis Scopoli, the present communica- 
tion may be taken as being in substitution for the proposals on the above 
question submitted in our original application. 


15. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 24th June 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at the 
same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)5, subject to the rectification in the matter 
of the recognition of a lectotype for the nominal species Papilio rivularis 
Scopoli, 1763, specified in the Minute executed by the Secretary on 21st June 
ISS 


6 For the text of the document here referred to see paragraph 14 of the present Opinion. 
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16. Original References for Specific Names : The following are the original 
reference for the specific names placed by the Ruling given in the present 
Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official Index of 
names of taxa belonging to the species-category :— 


anonyma, Limenitis, Lewis (W.A.), 1872, The Zoologist (2)(7) : 3074 
camilla, Papilio, Linnaeus, 1763, Mus. Lud. Ulr. : 304 


camilla, Papilio, [Denis & Schiffermiiller], 1775, Ankundung. syst. Werkes 
Schmett. Wien. Gegend : 172 


innominata, Neptis, Lewis (W.A.), 1872, The Zoologist (2)(7) : 3074 


reducta, Limenitis camilla Schiff. var., Staudinger, 1901, in Staudinger & Rebel, 
Cat. Lepid. pal. Faunengeb. 1 : 22 


rivularis, Papilio, Scopoli, 1763, Ent. carn. : 165 
schiffermulleri [sic], Limenitis, Higgins, 1933, Proc. ent. Soc. Lond. 7 : 61 


17. Reference for the selection of a lectotype for a nominal species : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a lectotype for a nominal species 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Papilio rivularis Scopoli, Hemming (F.), 1959, Ops. Decls. int. 
1763 Comm. zool. Nomencl. 20 : 326 


18. Generic Names involved in the present case: The two generic names 
involved in the present case, Neptis Fabricius, 1807, and Limenitis Fabricius, 
1807, have already been placed on the Official List (see 1958, Off. List gen. 
Names Zool., First Instalm. : 81, 90) and no further action is called for in this 
connection. 


19. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


20. ‘‘ Opinion ’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-Two (562) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-Fourth day of June, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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INTERPRETATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE 
NOMINAL SPECIES ‘‘APHIS PADI’? LINNAEUS, 1758 (CLASS 
INSECTA, ORDER HEMIPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers it is hereby directed that the 
nominal species Aphis padi Linnaeus, 1758, be interpreted by reference to the 
description published for that nominal species by Schrank in 1801 (Fauna 
boica 2 : 115). 


(2) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official List 
of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 1649 :— 


padi Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Aphis padi, and inter- 
preted in accordance with the direction given under the Plenary Powers 
in (1) above (Class Insecta, Order Hemiptera). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 16th May 1957 Dr. J. P. Doncaster (British Museum (Natural History), 
London) submitted to the Commission the following application in which he 
asked that the Plenary Powers be used to direct that the specific name padi 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Aphis padi, be interpreted by 
reference to Schrank (1801), thereby securing a firm basis for the continued 
use of that name for the species known as the European Bird Cherry Aphid :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the application of the specific 
name ‘‘ padi ’’ Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination ‘‘Aphis 
padi ’’ to the European Bird Cherry Aphid (Class Insecta, Order 
Hemiptera) 


By J. P. DONCASTER 
(British Museum (Natural History), London) 


It is the purpose of the present application to ask the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to validate 
the application of the specific name padi Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Aphis padi, to the common European Bird Cherry Aphid, in 
order to preserve a name which is appropriate and in common use, but the 
application of which in this sense is invalid according to the Rules. 


2. The name Aphis padi Linnaeus is, and has been, applied by the majority 
of aphidologists to the European Bird Cherry Aphid, which, with the excep- 
tion of one rather rare species, is the only aphid known to use Prunus padus 
as a primary host in Europe, although, according to the Rules, it would seem 
to apply to a totally unrelated species, the Mealy Plum Aphid. As the name 
pruni Geoffroy, 1762, has already been placed on the Official List for the 
Mealy Plum Aphid (Opinion 397, July, 1956) padi cannot supplant it (Bull. 
zool. Nomencl. 4 : 270, Conclusion 42(1)(b)), but the name padi cannot now 
be used in any other sense without appropriate action by the Commission. 


3. Linnaeus (Syst. Nat. (Ed. 10) 1 : 451) gives the following entry under 
the heading ‘‘ APHIS ”’ : 


Padi. 7. A. Pruni Padi, 
Reaum. ins. 3. t. 23. f. 9. 10. 
Habitat in Pruno Pado. 
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4. As Linnaeus, did not describe padi and his citation of a host species 
(Prunus padus) does not, according to Conclusion 21 of the Commission (Bull. 
zool. Nomencl. 4 : 256), in itself constitute an “‘ indication’, the aphid can 
be identified only from the citation of Réaumur’s figures 9 and 10, which show 
aphids attacking leaves of plum. It must be accepted that the description 
in Réaumur’s text (p. 317), relating to these figures is to be identified as the 
Mealy Plum Aphid, as this has been decided by Opinion 397. But as the 
reference to Réaumur cited for padi is identical with that cited for pruni, 
it would therefore appear that padi must, on the same reasoning, also be the 
Mealy Plum Aphid, unless it is contended that either or both of Réaumur’s 
figures depict a species different from the one he described, for which there 
appears to be no valid evidence. Indeed, not only does Réaumur’s descrip- 
tion of the Mealy Plum Aphid (p. 317) include a reference to both figures 9 
and 10 together, but earlier in his account (p. 296) he seems to imply that 
these figures illustrate two different sorts of damage caused by the same 
species. 


5. This view, however, was not accepted by Theobald (1927, Aphididae 
of Gt. Britain 2 : 403) who, though he did not doubt that Réaumur’s figure 9 
applied to the Mealy Plum Aphid, considered that figure 10 applied to the 
unrelated Leaf-curling Plum Aphid and restricted the name padi to the 
latter. Theobald’s interpretation was followed by many entomologists, 
who consequently found themselves at variance with other workers ; but, in 
any case, the divergence of opinion on the identity of Aphis padi Linnaeus 
would appear to show that, if it is not the Mealy Plum Aphid, it must be 
considered unidentifiable. 


6. The case for validating the name padi for the Bird Cherry Aphid is strong. 
Not only is the name highly appropriate in that it indicates the only known 
primary host of the species in Europe, but most authors of major works on 
aphid systematics have used the name padi in this sense. They include 
Schrank, who published the first clearly recognisable description of the Bird 
Cherry Aphid under this name (1801, Fauna boica 2 : 115), Kaltenbach, 
Walker, Koch, del Guercio, van der Goot, Mordvilko, Borner and Hille Ris 
Lambers. The morphology and biology of the Bird Cherry Aphid have been 
described by Rogerson (1947, Bull. ent. Res. 38(1) : 158), who used the now 
widely accepted combination Rhopalosiphum padi (Linnaeus). The validation 
of padi for the Bird Cherry Aphid, therefore, would stabilise a name already 
well established and about the application of which there is a wide measure 
of agreement. 


7. Although, as already noted, the citation of a host plant unaccompanied 
by any description does not constitute a valid “‘ indication’ under the 
existing Régles, it cannot be doubted that, when Linnaeus cited Prunus padus 
as the host for his species Aphis padi, he intended to convey that that name 
applied to the European Bird Cherry Aphid, since the citation of that host 
is entirely inappropriate for the species figured by Réaumur on the plate 
cited by Linnaeus. Thus, a solution on the lines now recommended would 
not only serve the valuable purpose of stabilising the name for the European 
Bird Cherry Aphid but would also be in harmony with the intention of 
Linnaeus, even though under the present Régles he failed to give effect to 
that intention. 


8. For the reasons stated above, the International Commission on | 


Zoological Nomenclature is now asked :— q 
(1) to use its Plenary Powers to direct that the nominal species Aphis padi | 
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Linnaeus, 1758, be interpreted by reference to the description given 
therefor by Schrank in 1801 (Faun. boic. 2 : 115) ; 


_ (2) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


padi Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Aphis padi, 
the entry so to be made to be endorsed that the nominal species so 
named be interpreted in accordance with the directions given under 
the Plenary Powers in (1) above. 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Dr. Doncaster’s 
application, the question of the possible use of the Plenary Powers for the 
purpose of interpreting the nominal species Aphis padi Linnaeus, 1758, was 
allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.)1225. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 22nd May 1957 and was published on 26th August of the 
same year in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Doncaster (J.P.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 248-250). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 26th August 1957 (a) in Part 8 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Doncaster’s application 
was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, 
such Notice was given also to four general zoological serial publications and 
to seven entomological serials in Europe and America. 


5. Support received from Miss Miriam A. Palmer : On 29th October 1957 
Miss Miriam A. Palmer (Colorado State University, Department of Entomology, 
Fort Collins, Colorado, U.S.A.) addressed to the Office of the Commission the 
following letter in support of the application submitted in the present case 
(Palmer (M.A.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 16 : 48) :— 


Doncaster’s paper regarding Aphis padi has just been received. 


I favor the action proposed therein, namely: to validate the name 
Aphis padi Linnaeus as applying to the European bird cherry aphid. 


6. No Objection Received : No objection to the present application was 
received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)6 : On 17th March 1958, a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)6) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “ the proposal relating to the interpretation of the 
nominal species Aphis padi Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Insecta, Order Hemiptera), 
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as set out in Points (1) and (2) in paragraph 8 on page 250 of Volume 13 of 
the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature ”’ [i.e. in the Points numbered as above 
in paragraph 8 of the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present 
Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 17th 
June 1958. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)6 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)6 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-three (23) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 


Holthuis ; Lemche ; Hering ; Mayr ; Vokes ; Prantl ; Key ; Jaczewski ; 
Hanko ; Dymond ; Riley ; Bonnet ; Bodenheimer ; Boschma ; Mertens ; 
do Amaral; Sylvester-Bradley ; Cabrera; Bradley (J.C.); Stoll ; 
Hemming ; Kithnelt ; Tortonese ; 


(b) Negative Votes : 


None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned : 


None. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 18th June 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the 
Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)6, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set out in paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision so 
taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion’? : On 26th 
June 1958 Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion 
and at the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were 
in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International 
Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)6. 


12. Original Reference for a Specific Name : The following is the original 
reference for the name placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology 
by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


padi, Aphis, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10)1 : 451 


13. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission 
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on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. 


14. ‘* Opinion ’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-Three (563) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Twenty-Sixth day of June, Nineteen Hundred and 
Fifty-Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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Suppression under the Plenary Powers of the specific 
name squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the com- 
bination Cancer squilla, and designation under the same 
Powers of Palaemon adspersus Rathke, 1837, to be the 
type species of the genus Palaemon Weber, 1795, and 
matters incidental thereto (Class Crustacea, Order 

Decapoda) 
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SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME ‘“‘SQUILLA ”? LINNAEUS, 1758, AS PUBLISHED IN THE 
COMBINATION ‘‘ CANCER SQUILLA ’”? AND DESIGNATION 
UNDER THE SAME POWERS OF ‘“PALAEMON 
ADSPERSUS ” RATHKE, 1837, TO BE THE TYPE 
SPECIES OF THE GENUS ‘“ PALAEMON ” 

WEBER, 1795, AND MATTERS INCIDENTAL 
THERETO (CLASS CRUSTACEA, ORDER 
DECAPODA) 


RULING : (1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 

(a) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby suppressed for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy :— 

(i) squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer 
squilla ; 

(ii) communis Anslijn, 1826, as published in the combination Palaemon 
communis ; 


(11) adspersus Tilesius, 1818, as published in the combination Penaeus 
adspersus ; 


(iv) punctatissimus Bosc, [1801-1802], as published in the combination 
Penaeus punctatissimus. 

(b) It is hereby directed that the nominal genus Palaemon Weber, 1795, shall 
be cited as having as its type species the nominal species Palaemon 
adspersus Rathke, 1837, and not the nominal species Cancer squilla 
Linnaeus, 1758, the specific name of which has been suppressed under 
the Plenary Powers in (1)(a)(i) above. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 

(a) Palaemon Weber, 1795 (gender : masculine) (type species, by direction 
given under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Palaemon adspersus 
Rathke, 1837) (Name No. 1361) ; 

(b) Leander Desmarest (E.), 1849 (gender: masculine) (type species, by 
monotypy : Leander erraticus Desmarest (E.), 1849) (Name No. 1362) ; 

(c) Macrobrachium Bate, 1868 (gender : neuter) (type species, by selection 
by Fowler (1912): Macrobrachium americanum Bate, 1868) (Name 
No. 1363). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) adspersus Rathke, 1837, as published in the combination Palaemon 
adspersus (specific name of type species of Palaemon Weber, 1795) 
(Name No. 1650) ; 

(b) tenuicornis Say, 1818, as published in the combination Palaemon tenut- 
cornis (Name No. 1651) ; 
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(c) americanum Bate, 1868, as published in the combination Macrobrachium 
americanum Bate (specific name of type species of Macrobrachium 
Bate, 1868) (Name No. 1652) ; 


(d) elegans Rathke, 1837, as published in the combination Palaemon elegans 
(Name No. 1653) ; 


(e) Jocusta Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer locusta 
(Name No. 1654). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 

(a) Palaemon Fabricius (J.C.), 1798 (a junior homonym of, and a junior 

objective synonym of, Palaemon Weber, 1795) (Name No. 1270) ; 


(b) Palemon Duméril, [1805] (an Invalid Emendation of Palaemon Fabricius 
(J.C.), 1798) (Name No. 1271) ; 


(5) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 
(a) squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer squilla, 
as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a)(1) above (Name No. 
588) ; 

(b) communis Anslijn, 1826, as published in the combination Palaemon 
communis, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a)(ii) above 
(Name No. 589) ; 


(c) adspersus Tilestus, 1818, as published in the combination Penaeus 
adspersus, aS Suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a)(iii) above 
(Name No. 590) ; 


(d) punctatissimus Bosc, [1802-1803], as published in the combination 
Penaeus punctatissimus, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(a)(iv) above (Name No. 591) ; 


(e) Jocusta Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published in the combination Astacus 
locusta (a junior secondary homonym in the genus Astacus Fabricius 
(J.C.), 1775, of Jocusta Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Cancer locusta, through the transfer of the species so named to the 
genus Astacus by Pennant (1777) (Name No. 592). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Number 268 :— 


PALAEMONIDAE (correction of PALEMONIA) Rafinesque, 1815 (type genus : 
Palaemon Weber, 1795). 


(7) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) PALEMONIA Rafinesque, 1815 (type genus : Palaemon Weber, 1795) (an 
Invalid Original Spelling for PALAEMONIDAE) (Name No. 298) ; 


(b) PALEMONIDAE Randall, 1839 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for 
PALAEMONIDAE) (Name No. 299). 
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In January 1950 Mr. Robert Gurney (Oxford) approached the Office of the 
Commission on the question of the interpretation of the nominal species Cancer 
squilla Linnaeus, 1758, at that time recently advanced by Dr. L. B. Holthuis 
(Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands). Mr. Gurney 
was then advised in the first instance to confer direct with Dr. Holthuis. This 
led on 5th April 1950 to the submission by Dr. Holthuis of a comprehensive 
memorandum in which full particulars were given as to the interpretation of 
the foregoing nominal species adopted by specialists in different parts of the 
world, and various possible solutions of the difficulties which had arisen were 
discussed ; at the same time a discussion was given as to the relationship to 
one another of the generic names Leander Desmarest, Palaemon Weber and 
Macrobrachium Bate, a subject closely allied with that involved in the inter- 
pretation of the nominal species Cancer squilla owing to the fact that that 
species was the type species of the genus Palaemon Weber. No definite pro- 
posals were placed before the Commission at that time, but on 25th October 
1951 Dr. Holthuis submitted a formal application for the suppression under 
the Plenary Powers of the specific name squi/la Linnaeus, 1758, as published 
in the combination Cancer squilla. This was followed up on 11th November 
1952 with an application in which the Commission was asked to use its Plenary 
Powers for the purpose of providing a firm basis for the interpretation of the 
generic name Palaemon Weber. Following the close of the Fourteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, consideration was given to 
the family-group-name problems involved in this case, and supplementary 
proposals on this subject were submitted by Dr. Holthuis on 23rd September 
1954. Towards the close of 1956 the question of the form of the application 
to be submitted was re-examined, and it was decided that it would serve the 
convenience of the Commission if the original plan for treating both of the 
subjects involved as forming a single, though composite, problem were to be 
reverted to. This involved a certain recasting of the proposed application ; 
this was completed by the early days of 1957, Dr. Holthuis, who at this time 
was temporarily absent from Europe, being engaged on work at the Caraibisch 
Marien-Biologisch Instituut, Curacao, finally placing the following application 
before the Commission for consideration on 28th January 1957. 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers (a) to suppress the specific name ‘‘ squilla ”’ 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination ‘‘ Cancer squilla ’’, and 
(b) to substitute the name ‘‘ Palaemon adspersus ”’ Rathke, 1837, as 
the name to be cited as that of the type species of the genus 
‘*Palaemon ’’ Weber, 1795 (Class Crustacea, Order 
Decapoda) 


By L. B. HOLTHUIS 
(Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) 
Introductory 


The application now submitted to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature deals with two distinct subjects which, however, 
are closely connected with one another through the fact that the problem 
created by the name Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758, enters into each. 


2. The first of these problems arises through the confusion which has 
developed through the different interpretations which have been given to the 
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foregoing nominal species. This subject is dealt with in Part 1 below, where 
I conclude that the only practicable way of putting an end to confusion and 
diversity of practice is for the International Commission to use its Plenary 
Powers to suppress the specific name squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in 
the combination Cancer squilla, thus clearing the way for the acceptance for 
the two species concerned of specific names, the interpretation of which is 
not open to any doubt. These names are: (a) adspersus Rathke, 1837, as 
published in the combination Palaemon adspersus, and (b) elegans Rathke, 
1837, as published in the combination Palaemon elegans. The method 
proposed for dealing with this part of the present case is, it will be noted, 
exactly parallel with that recently adopted by the Commission in its Opinion 
401, where it used its Plenary Powers (a) to suppress a generic name (Colymbus 
Linnaeus, 1758) in birds which had been completely prejudiced by divergent 
usage, and (b) thus to provide names (Podiceps Latham, 1787, and Gavia 
Forster, 1788) for the genera concerned, the interpretation of which was 
not open to any doubt. ; 


3. The second of the subjects raised in the present application is concerned 
with the differences in practice which have arisen in the interpretation of the 
generic name Palaemon (a name commonly attributed to Fabricius, 1798, but 
in fact first published by Weber, 1795) as the result of differences of opinion 
among specialists as to the species to be accepted as the type species of the 
genus concerned. As regards this subject, which is discussed in detail in 
Part 2 of the present paper, I am of the opinion that in view of the substantial 
preponderance of the interpretation which, as I show, is the correct inter- 
pretation, there is no case for asking the Commission to use its Plenary 
Powers in this matter and that the correct course is to accept as the type 
species of Palaemon the species which is the type species under the Régles. It 
is at this point that the present subject becomes involved in that discussed in 
paragraph 2 above, for the nominal species which is under the Rég/es the type 
species of Palaemon Weber, 1795 (and also of its junior homonym Palaemon 
Fabricius, 1798) is Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758. Having attempted, as out- 
lined in paragraph 2 above, to put an end to the confusion regarding the 
interpretation of the foregoing nominal species by suppressing the specific 
name squilla Linnaeus, it would clearly be to invite the continuance of con- 
fusion if that nominal species were to be retained as the type species of the 
genus Palaemon Weber. Accordingly, although for the reasons explained 
above I am of the opinion that the genus Palaemon ought to be interpreted in 
strict accordance with the Régles, I consider that consequentially with the 
suppression under the Plenary Powers of the specific name squilla Linnaeus, 
as recommended in paragraph 2 above, directions should be given by the 
Commission under the same Powers that the type species of Palaemon Weber 
be cited under the name Palaemon adspersus Rathke, 1837, and not under the 
name Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758, now proposed to be suppressed. 


Part 1 The problem of the specific name ‘‘ squilla ’’ Linnaeus, 1758, as 
published in the combination ‘‘ Cancer squilla ”’ 


4. Ina revision of the prawns of the subfamily PALAEMONINAE I pointed 
out (Holthuis, 1950, Siboga Exped. 39 (a®) : 55, 56) that the specific name 
squilla Linnaeus (1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 632), as published in the, 
combination Cancer squilla, has in the last half-century, been incorrectly 
applied by taxonomic carcinologists to the species, which Rathke (1837, 
Mém. Acad. imp. Sci. Petersb. 3(3/4) : 370) described under the name 
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Palaemon elegans. Actually, Cancer squilla proves to be identical with the 
species described by Rathke (1837, Mém. Acad. imp. Sci. Petersb. 3(3/4) : 368) 
as Palaemon adspersus. Accordingly I applied to the last-named species the 
name Palaemon squilla (L.) and used the name Palaemon elegans for the first- 
named species. 


5. The late Dr. Robert Gurney, in correspondence with me, protested 
against this changing of names, which, in his opinion, would cause a serious 
confusion in carcinological nomenclature. 


6. My arguments in favour of the change which I proposed are as follows:— 


(a) In applying the specific name squilla to Palaemon adspersus Rathke 
we give this name to the species for which it was intended by Linnaeus. 
The use of the specific name squilla for any other species would mean an 
incorrect identification. 


(b) The nomenclatorial confusion within the genus Palaemon was 
considerable, until Ortmann (1890, Zool. Jahrb. Syst. 5 : 521-524), 
Kemp (1910, Sci. Inv. Fish. Br. Ire. 1908 (1) : 127-132), and De Man 
(1915, Tijdschr. Nederl. dierk. Ver. (2) 14 : 115-177) brought order into 
this chaos, at least as far as the European species are concerned. The old 
records of Palaemon squilla might apply to almost any European species of 
the subfamily PALAEMONINAE. It is known with certainty that the specific 
name squilla, generally in combination with the generic name Palaemon, 
has been used (i) for the European PALAEMONINAE Palaemon adspersus 
Rathke, P. elegans Rathke, P. longirostris H. Milne Edw., P. serratus 
(Pennant) and Palaemonetes varians (Leach), (ii) for a species of HIPPOLYTIDAE 
and (iii) even for the Penaeid prawn Sicyonia carinata (Briinnich). We may 
agree, however, that since the close of the period 1890-1915 (in 1915 the 
position of Palaemon longirostris H. Milne Edw. was made clear for the 
first time) authors working seriously on the taxonomy of the European 
PALAEMONIDAE have adopted the nomenclature used by the three authors 
mentioned above, and have been followed by several non-taxonomists. 
Ortmann, Kemp, as well as De Man used the generic name Leander 
Desmarest, 1849 (Ann. Soc. ent. France (2) 7 : 92) for the genus in question, 
while all three also adopted the specific name squilla Linnaeus for Palaemon 
elegans. In modern literature therefore we find Palaemon elegans almost 
always indicated as Leander squilla. As now the change of Leander to 
Palaemon would coincide with that of adspersus to squilla and that of 
squilla to elegans, the confusion would be greatly diminished, since the use 
of the generic name would already have indicated the attitude of the 
author using any of the above names. 


(c) The incorrect application of the specific name squilla to Palaemon 
elegans has led to incorrect statements in compilations such as Balss’s 
(1926) treatment of the Crustacea Decapoda in Grimpe & Wagler’s Die 
Tierwelt der Nord- und Ostsee, vol. 6, pt. 10h2, and Schellenberg’s (1928). 
Crustacea Decapoda in Die Tierwelt Deutschlands, vol. 10. In these 
works the incorrect statement is made that Leander squilla (Palaemon 
elegans) occurs in the Baltic. In addition De Man (1915 : 127) states that 
Leander squilla originated from the Baltic area. As long as the specific 
name squilla continues to be given to Palaemon elegans this confusion is 
bound to endure, since the Baltic has been adopted by several authors 
as the type locality of Cancer squilla Linnaeus although Palaemon elegans 
does not occur in this sea. 
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7. Fabricius in his diagnosis of the genus Palaemon, which is the first 
diagnosis given for this genus, stated that the mandibular palp is three-jointed 
(Fabricius, 1798, Suppl. Ent. syst. : 379). In the genus Palaemon, however, I 
recognise two subgenera ; one is characterized by the presence of a three- 
jointed mandibular palp, the other has that palp two-jointed. If we were to 
follow the opinion put forward by Dr. Gurney, in applying the name squilla 
to Palaemon elegans, a species with a two-jointed mandibular palp would 
become the type species of a genus, which was originally described as having 
that palp three-jointed. This difficulty does not arise if we synonymize 
Cancer squilla with Palaemon adspersus. 


8. I admit that the change proposed by myself in 1950 would cause some 
confusion in carcinological literature, but on the other hand I can see no 
valid reason for permitting the continued use of the name squilla for the species 
which should be known as elegans. It is clear that it is highly desirable that 
a decision be reached in this intricate problem, and that that decision should 
be accepted by all carcinologists. It is for this reason that this question is 
now laid before the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature. 


9. As far as I can see, there are three possible solutions to this question. 
These solutions are tabulated below as Solutions I, II, and IIJ. In the 
following table the species concerned are termed Species “A”? and “B” 
respectively. Species “‘A’’ is the form with the mandibular palp three-jointed 
(Palaemon adspersus of Rathke); Species “‘B’”’ is the form with the two- 
jointed mandibular palp (Palaemon elegans of Rathke). 


—— 


Solution 
Species I If il 
“A”? | Palaemon adspersus | Palaemon squilla Palaemon adspersus 
“B” | Palaemon squilla Palaemon elegans | Palaemon elegans 


10. Solution 1: If I am correctly informed, Solution I is, as far as the 
specific names are concerned, the solution advocated by Dr. Gurney. The 
advantage of this solution is that the name squilla would continue to be used 
as it has been the last fifty odd years. The disadvantages have already been 
discussed above. The first author who, as far as I can find, uses the specific 
naine squilla Linnaeus for Palaemon elegans Rathke was Leach ((1816], 
Malacostraca Podophthalmata Britanniae : pl. 43 figs. 11-13). In order to 
validate the names advocated in this Solution, it would be necessary either (1) 
that Cancer squilla L. (1758) be synonymized by the Commission under its 
Plenary Powers with Palaemon squilla Leach, [1816], regardless of the informa- 
tion contained in the original description of Cancer squilla by Linnaeus, or 
(2) that the name Palaemon squilla Leach, [1816] be validated by suppressing 
all previous use of the specific name squilla. In the latter case the status of the 
type species of the genus Palaemon would have to be reconsidered. 


11. Solution II : This Solution is the one which was suggested by myself in 
my 1950 paper. This solution is obtained by adhering strictly to the Inter- 
national Rules of Zoological Nomenclature. The advantage is that this 
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solution is the only correct one, unless the Plenary Powers of the Commission 
are used. Its disadvantage is that its adoption would cause some confusion 
with regard to the use of the specific name squilla. 


12. Solution III : The advantage of Solution III is that there is no ambiguity 
whatsoever with regard to the names adspersus and elegans, for these names 
have always been used to indicate the species to which they were originally 
given. The disadvantage is that to obtain this solution, the name squilla of 
Linnaeus, which name is widely used in the literature, would have to be 
suppressed, in spite of the fact that the identity of the species described by 
Linnaeus can be determined from the data he gives in his description. 
Moreover Cancer squilla is the type species of the genus Palaemon Weber. 
This important aspect of the case is discussed in Part 2 of the present 
application. 


13. Having re-examined the whole question as carefully as possible, I 
have come to the conclusion that the most practical and therefore the best 
course to adopt is that described above as Solution III, for it is the only course 
which will make an end to all confusion. I accordingly recommend that the 
Commission should use its Plenary Powers to suppress the specific name 
squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer squilla, for 
the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy. 
The rejection of this old and well-known specific name is much to be regretted, 
it is true, but over the course of years this name has been employed for so 
many different species that, unless additional information is provided, it is 
impossible when reading a paper to determine what is the species intended 
when either the name Palaemon squilla or the name Leander squillais employed. 
Thus in practice the disappearance of the name squilla Linnaeus will not on 
balance be a loss. On the contrary, it will be a positive advantage. 


Part 2 The interpretation of the nominal genus ‘‘ Palaemon ’’ Weber, 1795 


14. The object of the present Part of the application now submitted is 
(a) to place before the International Commission the difficulties which have 
arisen through the lack of uniformity which has marked, and still marks the 
use by carcinologists of the generic name Palaemon which, though first validly 
published by Weber in 1795, is often still commonly attributed to Fabricius, 
1798, and (b) to make suggestions for the purpose of establishing order in the 
names used for this and allied genera. 


15. The following are the original references to the generic names dealt 
with in this application :— 

Palaemon Weber, 1795, Nomencl. ent. Fabricii : 94 (type species, by selection 
by Schmitt, 1926 (Bull. amer. Mus. nat. Hist. 53 : 66) : Cancer squilla 
Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 632 (= Palaemon adspersus 
Rathke, 1837, Mém. Acad. imp. Sci. St. Petersb. (3(3/4) : 368) 


Palaemon Fabricius, 1798, Suppl. Ent. syst. : 378, 402 (type species, by 
selection by Latreille, 1810 (Consid. gén. Crust. Arachn. Ins. : 422) : 
Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 632 (= Palaemon 
adspersus Rathke, 1837, Mém. Acad. imp. Sci. St. Petersb. (3(3/4) : 368) 


Leander Desmarest (E.), 1849, Ann. Soc. ent. France (2) 7 : 92 (type species, by 
monotypy : Leander erraticus E. Desmarest, 1849, Ann. Soc. ent. 
France (2) 7 : 92 (= Palaemon tenuicornis Say, 1818, J. Acad. nat. Sci, 
Philad. 1 ; 249) 
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Macrobrachium Bate, 1868, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1868 : 363 (type species, by 
selection by Fowler, 1912 (Ann. Rep. New Jersey State Mus. 1911: 
558) : Macrobrachium americanum Bate, 1868, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 
1868 : 363). 


16. Among carcinologists there are two views as to the correct application 
of the generic names Palaemon, Leander and Macrobrachium. One of these 
opinions is shared by most American authors, the other by most Europeans. 
They may be tabulated as follows :— 


American point of view European point of view 


Palaemon Weber, 1795 Leander E. Desmarest, 1849 
(type : Cancer squilla (type : Leander erraticus 
Linnaeus) Desmarest) 


cen Gee Macrobrachium Bate, 1868 Palaemon Weber, 1795 
(type : Macrobrachium (type : Cancer carcinus 
americanum Bate) Linnaeus) 


17. The essential point of this whole problem is that the two groups of 
workers adopt a different species as the type species of the genus Palaemon. 
According to the American point of view Cancer squilla Linnaeus 1s the type 
species of the genus Palaemon Fabricius, while most European authors con- 
sider Cancer carcinus Linnaeus, 1758, to be the type species of that genus. 
Practically all the discussions which have been held concerning the present 
problem were held, it must be noted, in a time that Fabricius, 1798, was 
considered the author of the genus Palaemon. 


18. Rathbun in 1897 (Ann. Inst. Jamaica 1(1) : 45) showed that Latreille 
(1810) was the first to draw attention to the selection of Cancer squilla Linnaeus 
as the type species of Palaemon Fabricius. Latreille’s action proves to have 
been perfectly valid (cf. in this connection Opinions 11 and 136). Subsequent 
type selections for Palaemon Fabricius are as follows :— 


Astacus serratus Pennant, 1777 (Brit. Zool. ed. 4, 4 : 19) selected by Milne 
Edwards (H.), 1837, Cuvier’s Régne Anim. (ed. 4) (Disciples’ Ed.) 
18 : pl. 54, fig. 1 


Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 632) selected by Kingsley, 
1879, Proc. Acad. nat. Sci. Philad. 1879 : 425 


Cancer carcinus Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 631) selected by 
Stebbing, 1893, Hist. Crust. : 246 


Note : Stebbing stated that Stimpson, 1860, already selected Cancer carcinus as 
the type species of the genus Palaemon, but this statement was obviously a mistake. 
Stimpson, 1860 (Proc. Acad. nat. Sci. Philad. 1860 : 40, 41) did indeed divide the 
old genus Palaemon Fabricius into two genera Leander and Palaemon. He indicated 
Palaemon natator H.M. Edwards (=Leander erraticus E. Desmarest) as the type 
species of Leander, but no type species was given by him for Palaemon, though he — 
placed in the latter genus such species as are at present inserted by American authors — 
in the genus Macrobrachium. 


It is thus perfectly clear that Cancer squilla Linnaeus and certainly not Cancer 
carcinus Linnaeus is the type species of the genus Palaemon Fabricius, 1798. 
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19. The decisions taken by the Thirteenth International Congress of 
Zoology held in Paris in 1948 have introduced a complication in the present 
case, for under one of those decisions (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 80) the 
generic name Palaemon Fabricius, 1798, is antedated by the generic name 
Palaemon Weber, 1795. Under the Régles as interpreted by Opinion 1, 
Weber’s name had previously been invalid, since it has not been published 
with a definition or a description, while no type species was indicated by 
Weber among the species which he listed under the name Palaemon. Under 
the provision approved in Paris, however, the name Palaemon Weber is valid 
through the fact that Weber listed under this generic name the specific names 
of certain species, which had already been validly published before 1795. 
Palaemon Weber, 1795, and Palaemon Fabricius, 1798, from a nomenclatorial 
viewpoint are different genera, notwithstanding the fact that they included 
at the time of their original publication practically the same species (the only 
difference being that Astacus locusta Fabricius which was placed by Fabricius 
in his genus Palaemon was considered by Weber to be a species incerta). A 
type selection for Palaemon Fabricius thus is not valid for Palaemon Weber. 
Therefore the type selections for Palaemon Fabricius discussed in paragraph 18 
above are entirely worthless now that Palaemon Weber is to be accepted as a 
valid name. The only type selection for the genus Palaemon Weber known 
to me is that by Schmitt (1926), who selected Cancer squilla L. as the type 
species of Weber’s genus. Palaemon Weber, 1795, and Palaemon Fabricius, 
1798, thus not only are hemonyms, but also objective synonyms of one 
another since they have the same type species, namely Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 
1758. The revision of the Régles discussed above consequently has no 
influence on this problem. 


20. We thus have ascertained that the American point of view nomen- 
clatorially is the correct one, and that the names used by the European 
carcinologists can only be employed if they are validated by the International 
Commission under its Plenary Powers. In my opinion the use of those 
Powers in the present case would not be justified. The grounds on which I 
hold this view are set out below. 


(1) Recently I pointed out (Holthuis, 1950, Siboga Exped. 39(a°) : 3-5) 
that Palaemon tenuicornis Say, 1818, and two closely related species 
constitute a separate genus distinct from the other species of the genus 
Palaemon (American sense). This conclusion is supported by Gurney’s 
(1938, Sci. Rep. Gt. Barrier Reef Exped. 6(1) : 15) studies on larval forms. 
Palaemon tenuicornis is a senior subjective synonym of Leander erraticus 
Desmarest (E.), 1849, the type species of the genus Leander Desmarest. 
Consequently it is necessary to apply the generic name Leander Desmarest 
to the above mentioned group of three species. If the American point 
of view were to be accepted, this splitting of the genus Palaemon would cause 
nonomenclatorial problems, forthe names Leander and Palaemon would then 
exist side by side. If the nomenclature adopted by the European 
specialists were to be followed, however, the genus Leander would be 
restricted to the above mentioned group of three species, while for far the 
larger part of the old genus a new generic name would be needed. 


(2) In trying to build up a bibliography of the macrurous Decapod 
Crustacea, I brought together for each species of this group all the 
references which I could find in literature. These lists still are incomplete, 
but they certainly are sufficiently complete to give an impression of the 
relative frequency with which the names concerned are used. I have 
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counted in this bibliography the number of times that the generic names 
Leander and Palaemon have been used for European species of the genus 
Palaemon (American sense). As a result I have found that the name 
Leander has been used 184 times, while Palaemon has been employed 
not less than 323 times. This large difference is of course partly due to the 
fact that during the period when the genus Macrobrachium was not 
considered to be distinct from Palaemon (both names being used here in the 
American sense) the name Palaemon was used for the whole. We may 
confidently say, however, though the foremost European carcinologists 
of the XXth century such as Balss, Calman, Gurney, Kemp, De Man 
and Sollaud, used the name Leander for the genus which should be called 
Palaemon, the change back to Palaemon would not constitute an undue 
shock to the stability of the nomenclature of the European Decapods. 


(3) In non-taxonomic literature the generic name Palaemon is often 
used in the American sense. Thus Balss, 1927 (In Kiikenthal & 
Krumbach’s Handbuch der Zoologie 3(1) : 1002) remarks: “ bei den in 
der physiologischen Literatur als ‘Palaemon’ erwadhnten Versuchstieren 
handelt es sich immer um Leander-Arten’’. 


(4) Concerning Macrobrachium it is the case that for this genus the name 
Palaemon has been mostly commonly used. The genus does not occur 
in European waters, so that the literature concerning it is much smaller 
than that on Palaemon (American sense). In American literature the 
name Macrobrachium is now generally adopted and is found even in 
popular and fisheries papers. Only seven authors have worked in the last 
thirty years on Macrobrachium species of West Africa, four of these 
used the generic name Palaemon for this genus, the other three adopted 
Macrobrachium. In the Indo-West-Pacific Region up till 1950 Palaemon 
was the name commonly employed for the genus Macrobrachium, only a 
few authors using the latter name. In 1950 the present author published 
a revision of the species of this genus occurring in the foregoing Region 
and adopted the name Macrobrachium for it. 


21. To sum up, it must be noted (1) that not even the use of the Plenary 
Powers could save the generic name Leander for use for most of those species 
for which that name has been employed by European authors, (2) that the 
name Palaemon has been more generally used for the European forms of this 
genus than the name Leander, especially in non-taxonomic papers, (3) that the 
preference for the name Palaemon for the genus Macrobrachium in recent 
Indo-West-Pacific literature is completely balanced by the preference for the 
name Macrobrachium for this genus in American literature, (4) that in recent 
revisions of the species of the genus Macrobrachium from the foregoing area 
and from West Africa the name Macrobrachium has been employed. 


22. For the reasons summarised above I can see no reason at all for asking 
the Commission to use its Plenary Powers to substitute as the type species of 
the genus Palaemon some taxon other than that which is the type species under 
the Régles, namely the taxon to which the name Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758, 
properly applies. For the reasons set out in Part 1 of the present application 
I have, however, regretfully come to the conclusion that the specific name 
squilla Linnaeus has been so severely compromised by discordant usage 
extending over many years that it has lost all practical utility and therefore 
that clarity and uniformity in nomenclature would be unobtainable so long as 
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that name were to retain the status of availability. I have therefore recom- 
mended (paragraph 13 above) that, in order to put an end to the present 
state of confusion the Commission should use its Plenary Powers to suppress 
the specific name squilla Linnaeus, thereby rendering available for the species 
concerned the specific name adspersus Rathke, 1837 (as published in the 
combination Palaemon adspersus), a name which is entirely free from 
ambiguity and which has never been used in any but the correct sense. Having 
taken this step in the interest of nomenclatorial stability it would, however, be 
most unrealistic to permit the name squil//a Linnaeus to linger on as the name 
of the nominal species to be accepted for the purposes of Article 30 as the type 
species of the genus Palaemon Weber, for to do so.would be to invite the 
continuance of the state of confusion, which the proposed suppression of the 
specific name squil/la Linnaeus is designed to bring to an end. Accordingly, 
I ask that, as part of the proposal for the suppression of the specific name 
squilla Linnaeus under the Plenary Powers the Commission should use those 
Powers also to direct that the name to be cited for the purposes of Article 30 
as that of the type species of the genus Palaemon Weber shall be Palaemon 
adspersus Rathke, 1837, and not its senior subjective synonym Cancer squilla 
Linnaeus, 1758, the specific component of which is, it is proposed, now to be 
suppressed. The generic and specific names involved in the present case 
should be placed on the Official Lists concerned in those cases where it has 
been shown that they are the oldest available names for the taxa concerned 
and on the appropriate Official Indexes where the names in question are 
objectively invalid. At the family-group-name level the name PALAEMONIDAE 
(correction of PALEMONIA) Rafinesque, 1815 (Analyse Nature : 98) should be 
placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology. In addition, 
the Invalid Original Spelling PALEMONIA Rafinesque, 1815 (which was 
corrected to the proper form by Samouelle in 1819 (Entom. useful Com- 
pendium : 96) should be placed on the Official Index, together with the 
Erroneous Subsequent Spelling PALEMONIDAE Randall, 1839 (J. Acad. nat. 
Sci. Philad. 8 : 141). 


Part 3: Recommendations 


23. The concrete proposals which I now place before the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature are that it should :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers :— 


(a) to suppress the specific name squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published 
in the combination Cancer squilla, for the purposes of the Law 
of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy ; 


(b) to direct that the genus Palaemon Weber, 1795, shall be cited as 
having as its type species the nominal species Palaemon 
adspersus Rathke, 1837, and not the nominal species Cancer 
squilla Linnaeus, 1758 (a nominal species, the specific name of 
which is recommended in (a) above to be suppressed under the 
Plenary Powers) ; 


(2) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Palaemon Weber, 1795 (gender : masculine) (type species, by the 
direction given under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) following 
the selection of Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758, by Schmitt 
(W.L.) (1926) : Palaemon adspersus Rathke, 1837) ; 
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(b) Leander Desmarest (E.), 1849 (gender : masculine) (type species, 
by monotypy: Leander erraticus Desmarest (E.), 1849) ; 


(c) Macrobrachium Bate, 1868 (gender: neuter) (type species, by 
selection by Fowler (1912) : Macrobrachium americanum Bate, 
1868) ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) adspersus Rathke, 1837, as published in the combination Palaemon 
- adspersus (specific name of type species of Palaemon Weber, 
| ° 


(b) tenuicornis Say, 1818, as published in the combination Palaemon 
tenuicornis ; 

(c) americanum Bate, 1868, as published in the combination 
Macrobrachium americanum (specific name of type species of 
Macrobrachium Bate, 1868) ; 

(d) elegans Rathke, 1837, as published in the combination Palaemon 
elegans ; 


(4) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Palaemon Fabricius, 1798 (a junior homonym of, and a junior 
objective synonym of, Palaemon Weber, 1795) ; 


(b) Palemon Dumeéril, [1805] (an Invalid Emendation of Palaemon 
Fabricius, 1798) ; 


(5) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer 
squilla, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above ; 


(6) place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List of 
Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


PALAEMONIDAE (correction of PALEMONIA) Rafinesque, 1815 (type 
genus: Palaemon Weber, 1795) ; 


(7) place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) PALEMONIA Rafinesque, 1815 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
PALAEMONIDAE) 


(b) PALEMONIDAE Randall, 1839 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling 
FOR PALAEMONIDAE). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt in 1950 of 
Dr. Holthuis’ preliminary communication, the question of the future status 
of the specific name squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Cancer squilla, and of that of certain associated names was allotted the © 
Registered Number Z.N.(S.)446. When in 1952 Dr. Holthuis submitted © 
separate applications, of which one dealt with the case of the specific name 
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squilla Linnaeus, 1758, and the other with the relationship of the generic names 
Leander, Palaemon and Macrobrachium, the Registered Number Z.N.(S.)446 
was retained for the first of these cases, the new Number Z.N.(S.)628 being 
allotted to the question of the relationship of the generic names cited above. 
Following the decision taken at the close of 1957 to deal with all the above 
names in a single application the documents relating to them were united 
under the Number Z.N.(S.)446, the File Z.N.(S.)628 being at the same time 
closed. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 8th February 1957 and was published on 6th May of the same 
year in Part 5 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Holthuis 
(L.B.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 142-153). 


4. Issue of Public Notices in May 1957: Under the revised procedure 
prescribed by the Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 
(1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by 
the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary 
Powers in the present case was given on 6th May 1957 (a) in Part 5 of Volume 13 
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Holthuis’ 
application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition, such Notice was given also to four general zoological serial 
publications. 


5. Receipt in June 1957 of a Supplementary Application from L. B. Holthuis : 
On 20th June 1957 Dr. L. B. Holthuis informed the Office of the Commission 
that to his regret he had to report that since the submission of the present 
application the existence of a hitherto completely overlooked senior subjective 
synonym of one of the specific names involved in the present case had come 
to light, as had also that of two ancient nomina dubia, each of which constituted 
a potential threat to another of the specific names involved in this case. In 
the circumstances the only practicable course was for a supplementary applica- 
tion dealing with these matters to be submitted by Dr. Holthuis and published 
in the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature. The requisite document, which 
was as follows, was quickly prepared and was published on 30th September 
1957 (Holthuis, 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 294-296) :— 


Supplementary action under the Plenary Powers recommended for the 
purpose of securing that the name ‘*‘ Palaemon adspersus ’’ Rathke, 1837 
(Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda) shall be the oldest available 
name for the taxon in question 


By L. B. HOLTHUIS 
(Rijksmuseum van Natuurlijke Historie, Leiden, The Netherlands) 


I much regret to have to report that since the preparation of the application 
which I submitted to the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature for the use of the Plenary Powers to suppress the specific name squilla 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer squilla, and matters 
incidental thereto (1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 142-153) certain additional 
information has come to light which makes it necessary to amplify in some 
respects the application previously submitted. 
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2. First, it is necessary to note that in 1826 (Natuurk. Verhand. Hollandsche 
Mij. Wetensch. 15 : 262) Anslijn in the introduction to a paper in Dutch 
concerning the Insecta of the Netherlands introduced (: 1) in a rather casual 
way the new name Palaemon communis as a substitute for the name Cancer 
squilla Linnaeus, 1758. Ihave been quite unable to trace any later use of this 
name or even to find a reference to its existence in the literature either in 
Sherborn’s Index Animalium or elsewhere. The name Palaemon communis 
Anslijn has priority over the name Palaemon adspersus Rathke, 1837, and, 
unless supplementary action is taken by the Commission, would replace that 
name if in response to the application already submitted the Commission were 
to suppress the specific name squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Cancer squilla. In my earlier application I have explained how 
important it is to put an end to the confusion and diversity of practice which 
has grown up in the matter of the name to be used for this prawn and have 
recommended that order should be restored by the Commission taking action 
to secure that the specific name adspersus Rathke—a name which is well 
understood by all carcinologists and as to which no difficulties of interpreta- 
tion exist—shall be the oldest available name for this important species. The 
introduction of the totally unknown specific name communis Anslijn for this 
species would inevitably usher in a new era of confusion and would, in my 
view, be totally at variance with modern ideas as to the need for avoiding 
objectionable name-changing. I therefore now supplement my previous 
application by asking that the specific name communis Anslijn, 1826, as 
published in the combination Palaemon communis, be suppressed under the 
Plenary Powers for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of 
the Law of Homonymy. 


3. Second, it is necessary to draw attention to two ancient nomina dubia 
which represent a potential threat to the stability of the specific name 
tenuicornis Say, 1818, as published in the combination Palaemon tenuicornis, 
another of the names which in my earlier application I asked should be 
protected by being placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. 
The nomina dubia here in question are :— 


Penaeus punctatissimus Bosc, [1801-1802], in Castel (R.R.), Suite a Buffon, 
Histanat Crust. 22109) pls 14 shies 


Penaeus adspersus Tilesius, 1818, Neue Ann. Wetterau. Ges. Naturk. 1(1) : 4, 
pl. 21a, fig. 1 


4. The descriptions and figures given by Bosc and Tilesius respectively 
have been discussed in some detail in a paper by myself published in 1952 
(Occ. Pap. Allan Hancock Found. 12 : 166, 167). In each case both description 
and figure are extremely poor and cannot be assigned with certainty to any 
known species, though they show some resemblance to the species now known 
as Leander tenuicornis (Say, 1818). Neither of these nomina dubia serves any 
useful purpose and it is accordingly recommended that both of these names 
should now be suppressed by the Commission under its Plenary Powers for 
the purposes of the Law of Priority, though not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy. 


5. Finally, the present opportunity may conveniently be taken to draw 
attention to the name Astacus locusta Fabricius (J.C.), 1781 (Spec. Ins. 1 : 513), 
a name which was not mentioned in my earlier application. This name is a 
senior subjective synonym of Palaemon tenuicornis Say, 1818, discussed above, 
but it cannot be used for that species, for that name is invalid in the genus 
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Astacus, where it is a junior secondary homonym of Astacus locusta (Linnaeus, 
1758) (=Cancer locusta Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 634) through 
the action of Pennant (1777, Brit. Zool. (ed. 4) 4 : 21) in transferring locusta 
Linnaeus to the genus Astacus. The specific name /ocusta Linnaeus is the 
valid name for the species concerned, which is currently placed in the genus 
Gammarus Fabricius, 1775. In order to complete the action required in 
this case, (i) the specific name Jocusta Fabricius, 1781, as published in the 
combination Astacus locusta, should be placed on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with a note that it is invalid for the 
reason explained above, and (ii) the specific name /ocusta Linnaeus, 1758, as 
published in the combination Cancer locusta, should be placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology. 


6. The concrete proposals which I now submit and which I regret were not 
included among the recommendations previously submitted are that the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature, when taking its 
decision on my earlier application, should in addition :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned specific names 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law 
of Homonymy :— 


(a) communis Anslijn, 1826, as published in the combination 
Palaemon-communis ; 


(b) adspersus Tilesius, 1818, as published in the combination Penaeus 
adspersus ; 


(c) punctatissimus Bosc, [1801-1802], as published in the combination 
Penaeus punctatissimus 3; 


(2) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) the three specific names specified in (1) above, as there proposed 
to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers ; 


(b) Jocusta Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published in the combination 
Astacus locusta (invalid, because a junior secondary homonym 
of Jocusta Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Cancer locusta, through the action of Pennant (1777) in trans- 
ferring that species to the genus Astacus) ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


locusta Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer 
locusta. 


6. Issue of Supplementary Public Notices in September 1957 : Concurrently 
with the publication on 30th September 1957 of the Supplementary Application 
reproduced in the immediately preceding paragraph, Public Notices supple- 
mentary to those issued on 6th May 1957 were issued in the prescribed manner, 
these Supplementary Notices covering the possible use by the Commission of 
its Plenary Powers in respect of those matters specified in Point (1) in the 
last paragraph of the Supplementary Application. 
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7. Extension to 30th March 1958 of the Prescribed Waiting Period in respect 
of the Principal Application in the present case : On 30th September 1957 Mr. 
Hemming, as Secretary, executed a Minute extending from 6th November 
1957 to 30th March 1958 the Prescribed Waiting Period in respect of the 
Principal Application in the present case, thereby securing that the Prescribed 
Waiting Period in respect of the Principal Application and that in respect of 
the Supplementary Application should expire on the same day. 


8. Comments Received : The publication of the Present application and 
the issue of Public Notices in regard thereto elicited comments from two 
specialists (New Zealand, one ; India, one). Of these, the first gave strong 
support for the action proposed, while the second expressed himself as being 
opposed to that action. The documents so received are reproduced in the 
immediately following paragraphs. 


9. Support received from J. C. Yaldwyn ; On 5th February 1958 Mr. J. C. 
Yaldwyn (Victoria University of Wellington, Zoology Department, Wellington, 
New Zealand) intimated as follows his support for the present application :— 


I fully agree with Holthuis’ proposal on the Leander-Palaemon and squilla- 
adspersus problems, and also his later proposal (Bull. zool. Nomencl., 
vol. 13, pp. 294-296) on the suppression of the totally overlooked Palaemon 
communis. I have no other comment to add except to say that I think his 
ideas are the only ones we can possibly accept now, and in fact I think until 
we do accept them there will be no stability at all in this common genus. 


10. Objection received from K. K. Tiwari: On 15th March 1958 Dr. K. K. 
Tiwari (Zoological Survey of India, Crustacea Section, Calcutta, India) addressed 
the following letter to the Office of the Commission in opposition to the pro- 
posals submitted in this case :— 


The application made by Dr. Holthuis is very opportune, as it clearly 
brings out the nomenclatorial confusion prevalent with regard to some 
economically important genera of decapod crustaceans with a world wide 
distribution. A clear-cut decision by the Commission on this matter will 
be most welcome, and helpful to workers in different parts of the world, 
especially in the countries of the middle and far east. 


2. I do not, however, agree with the recommendation made by Dr. 
Holthuis in Part 1 of his application. Obviously the specific name squilla 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer squilla, is valid | 
according to the Rules, and the species to which this name applies, namely, — 
Palaemon adspersus Rathke, 1837, is easily identifiable without creating any 
confusion. Therefore, in spite of the fact that the name squilla has been” 
variously, though mistakenly, applied to more than one species and genus 
of Decapoda Crustacea, it neither loses its validity nor scientific accuracy. — 
Undoubtedly, defective identifications have caused considerable confusion” 
with regard to the use of this name. This, however, is not sufficient ground” 
to invoke the use of the Plenary Powers to suppress this name, which is 
otherwise quite valid according to the Rules, and can be used without 
ambiguity for the species for which Linnaeus intended it. 


3. I, therefore, suggest that solution II given by Dr. Holthuis in para. 9 
of Part I of his application be accepted as the correct situation. Adoption 
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of this solution will render unnecessary the use of the Plenary Powers of the 
Commission to suppress a valid specific name. The confusion feared by 
Dr. Holthuis, if this solution is adopted, can be easily avoided if the carcinolo- 
gists are a little more careful. 


4. The situation dealt with by Dr. Holthuis in Part 2 of his application 
is now achieving a state of stability in so far as usage is concerned. Un- 
fortunately interpretation of the decisions taken by the Thirteenth Inter- 
national Congress of Zoology held in Paris in 1948 has introduced a fresh 
element of complication, though luckily it is not more than of an academic 
nature at its worst. This complication upsets the validity of the generic 
name Palaemon Fabricius, 1798, universally accepted in carcinological 
literature. The Paris decisions validate the name Palaemon Weber, 1795, 
which was until now invalid under the Rules as interpreted by Opinion 1. 
As the names Palaemon Weber, 1795, and Palaemon Fabricius, 1798, are 
used for the same genus, and as the same type species, namely Cancer squilla 
Linnaeus, 1758, has been designated for both, Palaemon Fabricius, 1798, 
becomes not only a homonym, but also an objective synonym of Palaemon 
Weber, 1795. Under these circumstances no special ruling by the Com- 
mission is necessary as the name Palaemon Weber, 1795, automatically 
becomes valid following the Paris decisions of the Congress. 


5. The history of the usage and varying interpretations of the generic 
names Palaemon, Leander and Macrobrachium has been ably summarised 
by Dr. Holthuis in Part 2 of his application. After the publication of his 
monograph on PALAEMONINAE (Holthuis, 1950, Siboga Exped. 39(a°)) and 
his subsequent papers, the precise biological limits of these genera are more 
or less correctly fixed for the time being, and with few exceptions carcinolo- 
gists are now using these names in the same sense in which Dr. Holthuis has 
used them. The purpose of the present application, is, thus, to clarify and 
fix the correct status of these names, so that the discordant usage, which 
has caused so much confusion in carcinological literature with regard to the 
interpretation of these names, is finally corrected once for all. 


6. On the basis of the comments made above, I make the following 
suggestions : 


(i) It is not necessary to use the Plenary Powers to suppress the specific 
name squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as used in the combination Cancer 
squilla Linnaeus. 


(11) The generic name Palaemon Weber, 1795, be placed on the Official List, 
of Generic Names in Zoology, with Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as 
its type species following the designation by Schmitt, W.L. (1926). 
This is the correct position as indicated by Dr. Holthuis in solution II, 
para. 9 of Part 1 of his application. Thus Palaemon adspersus Rathke, 
1837, becomes a synonym of Palaemon squilla (Linnaeus) and Palaemon 
elegans Rathke, 1837, retains its biological limits as fixed by Rathke. 


(iii) Other recommendations made by Dr. Holthuis may be adopted as they 
are except that the specific name adspersus Rathke, 1837, as published. 
in combination with Palaemon adspersus, need not be cited as the 
specific name of the type species of Palaemon Weber, 1795. 
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7. I, therefore, propose the following amendments to be made in the 
proposals placed by Dr. Holthuis before the Commission in Part 3 of his 
applications : 


(a) Proposal 1(a) and (b) to be dropped ; 

(b) Proposal 2(a) to be substituted by the following : Palaemon Weber, 
1795 (gender : masculine) (type species, by selection by Schmitt, W.L. 
(1926) : Cancer squilla Linnaeus, 1758) ; 

(c) Substitute proposal 3(a) by : squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Cancer squilla (specific name of type species of Palaemon 
Weber, 1795) ; 


(d) Delete Proposal 5. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


11. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)9 : On 3rd April 1958 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)9) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the specific name 
adspersus Rathke, 1837 (Palaemon) and associated matters as set out in Points 
(1) to (7) in paragraph 23 on pages 151-153 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of 
Zoological Nomenclature [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in the paper 
reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion] and in Points (1) to 
(3) in paragraph 6 of the Supplementary Application published on pages 
294-296 of the same volume of the Bulletin” [i.e. in the Points numbered as 
above in paragraph 6 of the paper reproduced in paragraph 5 of the present 
Opinion]. 


12. The Prescribed Waiting Period: As the foregoing Voting Paper was 
issued under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 
3rd July 1958. 


13. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)9 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Waiting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)9 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following nineteen (19) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Prantl; Hering; Vokes; Lemche; Boschma; Boden- 
heimer ; Dymond; Mayr; Key!; do Amaral; Sylvester-Bradley ; 
Jaczewski ; Bradley (J.C.) ; Hemming; Stoll ; Kiihnelt ; Tortonese ; 
Riley ; 

(b) Negative Votes, two (2): 

Mertens ; Cabrera ; 

(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller ; 

(d) Voting Papers not returned, two (2) : 
Bonnet ; Hanko. 


1 Save as regards Point (4)(a) in paragraph 23 of the application. 
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14. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 4th July 1958, Mr. Hemming, 
Secretary to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for 
the Vote taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)9, signed a Certificate that the Votes 
cast were as set out in paragraph 13 above and declaring that the proposal 
submitted in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the 
decision so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the 
matter aforesaid. 


15. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ”’ : On 5th July 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in com- 
plete accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Com- 
mission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)9. 


16. Original References for Generic and Specific Names: The following 
are the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion : 


adspersus, Penaeus, Tilesius, 1818, Neue Ann. Wetterau. Ges. Naturk. 1(1) : 4, 
pl. 21a, fig. 1 


adspersus, Palaemon, Rathke, 1837, Mém. présentés Acad. imp. Sci. St. Petersb. 
3(3/4) : 368 


americanum, Macrobrachium, Bate, 1868, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1868 : 363 


communis, Palaemon, Anslijn, 1826, Natuurk. Verhand. Hollandsche Méij. 
Wetensch. 15 : 262 


elegans, Palaemon, Rathke, 1837, Mém. présentés Acad. imp. Sci. St. Petersb. 
3(3/4) : 370 


Leander Desmarest (E.), 1849, Ann. Soc. ent. France (2)7 : 92 
locusta, Cancer, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 634 
locusta, Astacus, Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, Spec. Ins. 1 : 513 
Macrobrachium Bate, 1868, Proc. zool. Soc. Lond. 1868 : 363 
Palaemon Weber, 1795, Nomencl. ent. Fabricii : 94 

Palaemon Fabricius (J.C.), 1798, Supp. Ent. syst. : 378, 402 
Palemon Duméril, [1805], Zool. anal. : 339 


punctatissimus, Penaeus, Bosc, [1801-1802], in Castel (R.R.), Suite a Buffon, 
Hist. nat. Crust. 2 : 109, pl. 14, fig. 3 


squilla, Cancer, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 632 
tenuicornis, Palaemon, Say, 1818, J. Acad. nat. Sci. Philad. 1 : 249 


17. Reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Macrobrachium Bate, 1868 Fowler, 1912, Ann. Rep. New Jersey 
State Mus. 1911 : 558 
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18. Original References for Family-Group Names: The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official 
Index, of names of taxa belonging to the family-group category :— 


PALAEMONIDAE (correction of PALEMONIA) Rafinesque, 1815, Analyse Nature : 98 
PALEMONIA Rafinesque, 1815 (an Invalid Original Spelling for PALAEMONIDAE) 
PALEMONIDAE Randall, 1839, J. Acad. nat. Sci. Philad. 8 : 141 


19. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures: The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred 
upon him in that behalf. | 


20. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-Four (564) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Fifth day of July, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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VALIDATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME ‘‘ PHRYNOSOMA”’? WIEGMANN, 1828 (CLASS REPTILIA) 
(‘* OPINION ” SUPPLEMENTARY TO ‘“ OPINION ” 92) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the under-mentioned generic 
names are hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not 
for those of the Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) Tapaia Oken, 1817; 
(b) Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825 ; 
(c) Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826. 


(2) The position of the generic name Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology is hereby confirmed and the following 
entry regarding that name is hereby substituted for the entry made by the 
Ruling given in Opinion 921:— 


435. Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, as validated under the Plenary Powers 
in (1) above (gender : neuter) (type species, by selection by Fitzinger 
(1843) : Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, as interpreted by the 
lectotype selected by Smith (H.M.) (1957)) (Class Reptilia) 


(3) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1364 :— 


Agama Daudin, [1802] (gender : feminine) (type species, by absolute 
tautonymy : Lacerta agama Linnaeus, 1758) 


(4) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta 
orbicularis and interpreted as specified in (2) above (specific name of 
type species of Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828) (Name No. 1655) ; 


(b) hispida Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta hispida, 
and as interpreted by Laurenti (J.N.) (1768) acting as First Reviser 
(Name No. 1656) ; 


(c) agama Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta agama 
(specific name of type species of Agama Daudin, [1802]) (Name No. 
1657). 


1The entry on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology regarding the name Phrynosoma 
Wiegmann, 1828, is one of a small number with which it was not possible for the 
Commission to deal in time for the decisions so taken to be incorporated in the edition 
which it was decided should be published before the opening in July 1958 of the Fifteenth 
International Congress of Zoology. In that edition therefore it was necessary temporarily 
to delete the names in question, an explanatory note being inserted in each case (see 
July 1958, Off. List gen. Names Zool., First Instalment : 44). 
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(5) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) Tapaja Oken, 1816, a spelling selected from two Original Spellings to be 
the Valid Original Spelling by Smith (H.M.) (1957) (invalid because 
published in a work rejected for nomenclatorial purposes by the Ruling 
given in Opinion 417) (Name No. 1272) ; 


(b) Tapaia Oken, 1817, a spelling selected from two Original Spellings to be 
the Valid Original Spelling by Smith (H.M.) (1957) (a name suppressed 
under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above) (Name No. 1273) ; 


(c) Tapaia Oken, 1816 (an Invalid Original spelling for Tapaja Oken, 1816, by 
selection by Smith (H.M.) (1957) (invalid also because published in 
a work rejected for nomenclatorial purposes) (Name No. 1274) ; 


(d) Tapaya Oken, 1817, an Invalid Original Spelling for Tapaia Oken, 1817, 
by selection by Smith (H.M.) (1957) (Name No. 1275) ; 


(e) Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b) above (Name No. 1276) ; 


(f) Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(c) 
above (Name No. 1277) ; 


(g) Stellio Daudin, [1802] (a junior homonym of Ste//io Laurenti, 1768) 
(Name No. 1278). 


(6) The under-mentioned specific name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
593 :— 


colonorum Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination Agama colonorum 
(a junior objective synonym of agama Linnaeus, 1758, as published 
in the combination Lacerta agama). 


(7) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 269 :— 


AGAMIDAE (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 1826, a name having prece- 
dence over the family-group names PNEUSTOIDEA Fitzinger, 1826, and 
DRACONOIDEA Fitzinger, 1826, these being names published in the same 
work and on the same date, through the First Reviser selection made by 
Smith (H.M.) (1957) (type genus : Agama Daudin, [1802)). 


(8) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with the 
Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) AGAMOIDEA Fitzinger, 1826 (type genus: Agama Daudin, [1802]) (an 
Invalid Original Spelling for AGAMIDAE) (Name No. 300) ; 


(b) STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825 (type genus: Stellio Daudin,-[1802]) (invalid 
because the name of type genus is a junior homonym of a generic name 
of older date (Stellio Laurenti, 1768)) (Name No. 301) ; 
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(c) STELLIONIDAE Gray (J.E.), 1825 (type genus: Stellio Daudin, [1802}) 
(a junior objective synonym of STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825 ; invalid also 
because name of type genus is a junior homonym of a generic name of 
older date (Ste/lio Laurenti, 1768)) (Name No. 302). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 9th February 1949, Dr. Hobart M. Smith (University of Illinois, Depart- 
ment of Zoology and Physiology, Urbana, Illinois, U.S.A.) reported in a letter 
to the Office of the Commission that in a recent study of the literature of the 
Horned Lizards he had encountered certain nomenclatorial difficulties which he 
had been unable to resolve. In particular, there appeared to be several generic 
names which must be regarded as being senior synonyms of the name Phryno- 
soma Wiegmann, 1828. It would, however, be most undesirable that that 
generic name should be overturned on grounds of priority, both because there 
was a considerable literature of an anatomical, histological and ecological 
nature associated with this name and because it had been placed by the 
Commission on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology (in Opinion 92) 
as far back as 1926. With a further letter dated 21st March 1949, Dr. Hobart 
M. Smith enclosed a statement prepared jointly by himself and Dr. Wayne L. 
Reeve (University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.), in which the difficulties 
detected were set out in greater detail. Notwithstanding the assistance so 
rendered, there remained however a number of individual points which would 
need to be cleared up before the present case could be placed before the Com- 
mission for decision. At that time investigations were being carried out by the 
Office of the Commission in regard to all entries made on the Official List 
in the period up to the end of 1936, as regards which there was any reason for 
believing that further action by the Commission would be needed in connection 
with the preparations for the proposed publication of the Official List in book- 
form then in progress. The entry on the Official List relating to this generic 
name had already been noted as requiring investigation, and it was accordingly 
decided at this stage that those investigations should be pushed forward as 
rapidly as circumstances might permit in conjunction with Dr. Hobart M. Smith 
and other interested specialists. 


2. The investigations involved in the present case proved to be both more 
complex and more numerous than had been expected. The subjects which it 
was found necessary to investigate included :—(1) the interpretation of the 
nominal species Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, the type species of the 
genus Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828 ; (2) the interpretation of the nominal species 
Lacerta hispida Linnaeus, 1758, a taxon at one time confused by Linnaeus 
with that represented by the nominal species Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus ; 
(3) the determination of the type species of Agama Daudin, [1802], the genus 
in which the nominal species Lacerta hispida Linnaeus was currently placed ; 
(4) the relationship to one another of the nominal species Agama colonorum 
Daudin, [1802], and Lacerta agama Linnaeus, 1758 ; (5) the determination of 
certain problems connected with the generic name Agama Daudin, [1802], 
arising at the family-group-name level. In the course of the investigations 
described above most valuable assistance was rendered both by Dr. Hobart 
M. Smith, the applicant, and by Professor Dr. Robert Mertens (Frankfurt 
a.M.), a Member of the Commission and a specialist in the group in question. 
By 19th June 1957 all outstanding problems in connection with the present 
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case had however been cleared up and on that day Dr. Hobart M. Smith was 
able therefore to submit the following application to the Commission for 
consideration :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to validate the generic name 
‘* Phrynosoma ’? Wiegmann, 1828 (Class Reptilia, Order 
Squamata), a name placed on the ‘‘ Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology ”’’ by the Ruling given in ‘‘ Opinion ”’ 92 


By HOBART M. SMITH 
(Department of Zoology, University of Illinois, Urbana, Illinois, U.S.A.) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers for the 
purpose of validating the generic name Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828 (Class 
Reptilia). This seems to me to be important for two reasons : First, this name 
was placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology thirty years ago 
by the Ruling given in the Commission’s Opinion 92 (1926, Smithson. misc. 
Coll. 73 (No. 4) : 3-4). Second, there is associated with this generic name a 
considerable literature of an anatomical, histological and ecological nature 
as well as of a taxonomic character. The facts bearing on this case are set 
out below. 


2. The nominal genus Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828 (Isis (Oken) 1828 : 367) 
was established with three included nominal species but with no designated or 
indicated type species. From these included species the first to be selected as 
the type species of this genus was Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. 
Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 206), that species having been so selected by Fitzinger in 1843 
(Syst. Rept.: 17). At this point it will be convenient to deal with a question 
connected with the interpretation of the above nominal species which needs 
to be cleared out of the way before consideration is given to the senior 
synonyms of the generic name Phrynosoma Wiegmann. It must be noted that, 
when in 1758 Linnaeus established this nominal species, he supplemented the 
short Latin diagnosis provided by citing references to Seba (: pl. 83, figs. 1, 2) 
and to Hernandez. He gave the locality for this species as Mexico. To the 
species in the genus Lacerta standing immediately before L. orbicularis, 
Linnaeus then gave the name Lacerta hispida (: 205-206), for which he cited 
two references, the first, to his own work the Museum Adolphi Friderici, the 
second to Seba. In the case of Seba, Linnaeus cited two plates, first, Seba’s 
pl. 109, fig. 6, second, Seba’s pl. 83, figs. 1, 2. It will be seen therefore that 
already by this date Linnaeus’ ideas about his species Lacerta orbicularis were 
confused, as the figures of Seba’s on which he largely based that species were 
also cited by him as part of the basis for the preceding nominal species te 
which he then gave the name Lacerta hispida. This confusion was greatly 
increased by Linnaeus’ treatment of the subject in 1766 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 12) 
1(1) : 365, 366). On this occasion Linnaeus suppressed all reference to Lacerta 
hispida as such and transferred to Lacerta orbicularis the bibliographical 
references which in 1758 he had cited under the name Lacerta hispida. He 
seems, however, to have recognised that this was not a very natural arrange- 
ment, for he divided Lacerta orbicularis into two “‘ varieties”; for the 
first, which he called var. «, he cited the references which in 1758 he had 
cited under the name Lacerta hispida; for the second, which he called 
var, 8, he cited the references which in 1758 he had cited for L. orbicularis, 
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adding at the same time the reference “ Syst. nat. 10. p. 206. n. 24’, ie. a 
reference to his own L. orbicularis of 1758. By the foregoing treatment 
Linnaeus in 1766 perpetuated the confusion into which he had fallen in 
1758, by citing Seba’s plate 83, figs. 1, 2, both under var. « and under var. 8, 
the “ varieties’ into which he now divided the nominal species Lacerta 
orbicularis. For practical purposes this matter was put straight by Laurenti 
in 1768 (Specimen med. : 51), when he restricted Seba’s pl. 83, figs. 1 and 2 to 
Lacerta orbicularis and that author’s plate 109, fig. 6 to Lacerta hispida. This 
arrangement has been generally followed by later writers and corresponds 
with current practice. So far, however, no author has formally selected a 
lectotype for Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758. It is clearly desirable that 
this should be done, in order to complete the foundation on which the current 
interpretation of that nominal species is based. Accordingly, I now select the 
specimen figured as figs. 1 and 2 on plate 83 in Volume 1 of the work by Seba 
published in 1734 under the title Locupletissimi Rerum naturalium Thesauri 
accurati Descriptio to be the lectotype of the nominal species Lacerta orbicularis 
Linnaeus, 1758. This selection has the further advantage of definitely fixing 
the type locality for this nominal species as “ Mexico ”’, this being not only 
the locality given by Linnaeus in 1758 but also the locality of the specimen 
figured by Seba (which is derived from Hernandez, Libr. IX, c. 16). 


3. We may now turn to examine the generic names which are senior 
synonyms of Phrynosoma Wiegmann and which it is now desired should be 
suppressed by the International Commission under its Plenary Powers. It 
should be noted that these names are variant spellings of one another, differing 
in spelling through the use of the letters “‘ yi’’, ““ y ” and “j ”’ as alternatives 
for the consonantal “i’’. When in 1949 I first communicated with the Office 
of the Commission in regard to the present case there was a proposal awaiting 
consideration by the International Congress of Zoology that variant spellings 
of this type should be ignored for the purpose of determining whether any 
given pairs of generic names should be regarded as being homonyms of one 
another. This suggestion was negatived by the Fourteenth International 
Congress of Zoology, Copenhagen, 1953, when it inserted in the Régles a 
provision that “‘ a generic name is not to be treated as a homonym of another 
such name if it differs from it in spelling by even one letter ’’ (1953, Copenhagen 
Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 78, Decision 152). So far therefore as this question 
is concerned, the ground has been cleared for the taking of a decision in the 
present case. 


4. Before we examine in detail the names which require to be considered, 
we must note that all the authors who used these names must have derived 
them—either directly or indirectly—from Cuvier, all the names concerned 
being variants of thename Tapaya. Inafewcases only, however, was Cuvier’s 
name actually cited. In those cases where Cuvier was treated as the author, 
the name was attributed either to the Second Edition of the Régne Animal 
(page 37 not page 57 as often incorrectly stated) which was published in 1829 
or to the First Edition (: 35) of that work published in 1817. The explanation 
is no doubt that in the Régne Animal Cuvier recognised a group to which he 
applied the vernacular (French) name “‘ Les Tapayes ”’ but to which he did 
not give a Latin name. The names with which we are concerned are in order 
of date as follows :— 


(a) Tapaja Oken, 1816, Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3 (Zool.) (2) : 295 


(b) Tapaia Oken, 1816, Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3 (Zool.) (2) : vi (Table of 
Contents) 
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(c) Tapaia Oken, 1817, Isis (Oken) 1817 : 1183 
(d) Tapaya Oken, 1817, Isis (Oken) 1817 : 1183 
(e) Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825, Ann. Phil. 26 : 197 
(f) Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826, Neue Class. Rept. : 17 


5. Both of the names published by Oken in 1816 in his Lehrbuch—Tapaja 
Oken, 1816, and Tapaia Oken, 1816—are invalid owing to the rejection by the 
Commission for nomenclatorial purposes of the work in which they were 
published (Opinion 417). The above names are no more than Original 
Spellings for a single generic name and, as no author has so far determined 
which is to be accepted as the Valid Original Spelling and which the Invalid 
Original Spelling, it will be convenient for purposes of record that this should 
now be done. As shown in paragraph 4 above, the spelling used by Oken 
in his main text was Tapaja, the spelling Tapaia appearing only in the table of 
contents. It seems reasonable therefore to conclude that in this work Oken 
considered Tapaja to be the correct spelling. Accordingly, I here select that 
spelling to be the Valid Original Spelling, thus making Tapaia Oken, 1816, 
an Invalid Original Spelling. Oken did not designate or indicate a type species 
for the genus Tapaja as introduced by himself in the Lehrbuch. It is desirable, 
however, for the purposes of synonymy that this genus should be provided 
with a type species and I therefore select from his included species the 
nominal species Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, to be the type species of 
Tapaja Oken, 1816. This name would thus be the oldest available name for, 
and the valid name of, the genus currently known as Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 
if it were not for the fact that the work in which it was published has been 
rejected by the Commission for nomenclatorial purposes. 


6. The name Tapaia Oken, 1817, was published in a contrasting tabular 
comparison of Cuvier’s (1817) classification with that adopted by Oken 
himself. Oken introduced this name in the column devoted to the “ Oken 
System ”’ for the taxon for which in the column showing Cuvier’s classification 
the name given was Tapaya. Cuvier, however, as has been explained in 
paragraph 4 above, did not employ a Latin name for this group, using for 
it only the French term “Les Tapayes”’. Accordingly, both of the above 
names are attributable to Oken as from his /sis paper of 1817. These names 
are therefore no more than Original Spellings for a single generic name. It 
is essential at this point to determine which of these spellings is the Valid 
Original Spelling and which an Invalid Original Spelling, for whichever is the 
Valid Original Spelling is an available name, unless disqualified under some 
other head, while under the Copenhagen Rules whichever is an Invalid 
Original Spelling possesses no status in nomenclature and does not preoccupy 
any later use of the spelling concerned. The foregoing question has not 
hitherto been considered in the literature and accordingly I now select the 
spelling Tapaia Oken, 1817, to be the Valid Original Spelling of this generic 
name, the spelling Tapaya thus becoming an Invalid Original spelling and 
consequently devoid of status in zoological nomenclature. This action 
appears to correspond with Oken’s intention in his Jsis paper, for the spelling 
Tapaia is the spelling then used by him in the column describing his own 
system, as contrasted with the spelling Tapaya which in that paper he used 
only when describing the system adopted by Cuvier. 


7. The type species of Tapaia Oken, 1817, is Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 
1758, by monotypy. Accordingly, as the name Tapaia is not a junior 
homonym of any previously published generic name, it is an available name 
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possessing rights under the Law of Priority. Further in view of its type 
species, it is a senior objective synonym of Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, of 
which also (as shown in paragraph 2 above) Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus is 
the type species. It is the object of this part of the present application to 
seek the validation of the name Phrynosoma Wiegmann by the suppression 
under the Plenary Powers of its senior synonym Tapaia Oken, 1817, a name 
which has never been used for the genus concerned. The name Tapaia Oken, 
1817, so suppressed, should then be placed on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology, together with the name Tapaya Oken, 
1817, which, as an Invalid Original Spelling, is already objectively invalid. 


8. The nominal genus Tapayia Gray, 1825, has as its type species by 
monotypy the nominal species Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758. This name 
is therefore a junior objective synonym of Tapaia Oken, 1817, and also a 
senior objective synonym of Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, Since it is the 
purpose of this application to secure the validation of the name Phrynosoma 
Wiegmann, it is recommended that the Commission should use its Plenary 
Powers to suppress the name Tapayia Gray as well as the name Tapaia Oken 
(the suppression of which has already been proposed in paragraph 7 above). 


9. The nominal genus Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826, also has as its type species 
the nominal species Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, and is therefore a 
junior objective synonym both of Tapaia Oken, 1817, and of Tapayia Gray, 
1825, and a senior objective synonym of Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828. This 
name is an available name, since the only earlier generic name consisting of 
the same word—Tapaya Oken, 1817—is an Invalid Original Spelling for 
another name (Tapaia Oken, 1817) and possesses no status in zoological 
nomenclature. Accordingly, in order to secure the validation of the name 
Phrynosoma Wiegmann, it will be necessary for the name Tapaya Fitzinger 
to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers, concurrently with the suppression 
under those Powers of the two names of earlier date specified in paragraph 8 
above. 


II. The problems associated with the generic name ‘‘Agama ”’ 
Daudin, [1802] 


10. The nominal species Lacerta hispida Linnaeus, 1758, which (as shown 
in Part I of the present application) was confused by Linnaeus with Lacerta 
orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, both in 1758 and again in 1766 and was not clearly 
defined until in 1768 the confusion in this matter was dispelled by Laurenti, is 
currently regarded as representing a taxonomically valid species. Accord- 
ingly, under the ‘“‘ Completeness-of-Opinions ”’ Rule, the specific name hispida 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta hispida and as 
interpreted by Laurenti (1768), should now be placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology. 


11. The nominal species Lacerta hispida Linnaeus, 1758, is currently 
assigned on taxonomic grounds to the genus Agama Daudin, [1802] (in 
Sonnini’s Buffon, Rept. 3 : 333). It is desirable that the present opportunity 
should be taken to place the generic name Agama Daudin on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology both because it is a name to some extent 
involved in the present case, and because it is an important genus currently 
accepted as the type genus of the family AGAMIDAE. Certain difficulties arise 
- in connection with this name, both at the generic-name level and at the family- 
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group-name level. The first of these problems is discussed in the present 
Part, the problems arising at the family-group-name level being dealt with 
later in Part III. 


12. The genus Agama was established by Daudin for a number of nominal 
species, one of which was the new nominal species Agama colonorum Daudin, 
[1802] (3 : 336). In the synonymy of this species Daudin cited the older 
nominal species Lacerta agama Linnaeus, 1758 (Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 207). 
Up to 1948 there was a considerable doubt as to the method to be adopted for 
determining what species should be regarded as having been “ originally 
included ”’ species for any given genus. The meaning of the Régles in this 
regard was, however, clarified by the Thirteenth International Congress of 
Zoology at Paris in 1948 when it decided to insert in the Régles a provision 
that the nominal species to be regarded as having been included in a given 
nominal genus at the time when the name of that genus was first published are 
(i) the nominal species cited by the original author as valid taxonomic species 
belonging to that nominal genus and (ii) any nominal species, the names of 
which were cited on that occasion as synonyms of nominal species falling in 
(1) above (1950, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 4 : 179-180, Decision 69(3)(a)). Under 
the foregoing provision the nominal species Lacerta agama Linnaeus, 1758, 
having been identified by Daudin with his nominal species Agama colonorum 
by the citation of the specific name agama Linnaeus in the synonymy of 
colonorum Daudin, ranks as one of the nominal species originally included 
in this genus. In view of the tautonymy between the Linnean name for this 
species and the generic name published by Daudin, the nominal species Lacerta 
agama Linnaeus, 1758, is the type species of the genus Agama Daudin, [1802] 
by absolute tautonymy under Rule (d) in Article 30 and has been the type 
species of that genus ever since it was first established. The foregoing 
interpretation of Article 30 corresponds with the prior practice of specialists 
in this case, for already as far back as 1928 (Abh. senckenb. naturforsch. Ges. 
41 : 25) Mertens & Muller had stated that ‘‘ colonorum = agama” was the 
type species of this genus. 


13. The species discussed above was for many years known by the specific 
name colonorum Daudin, but in 1900 (Bihang. K. svensk. Vet.-Akad. Handl., 
Stockholm 26 (Section 4) (No. 1) : 11) Andersson showed that the material 
on which Daudin had based his nominal species Agama colonorum consisted 
predominantly of specimens of the species now identified with Lacerta agama 
Linnaeus, three out of the four specimens concerned being referable to that 
species, while the fourth was a specimen of the quite different species Lacerta 
plica Linnaeus, 1758. For many years after the publication of Andersson’s 
paper the present species continued to be known by the name colonorum 
Daudin. In 1928, however, in his “‘ Liste der Amphibien und Reptilien ” 
Mertens abandoned Daudin’s name, applying to this species the specific 
name agama Linnaeus. In the following year Mertens was followed by 
Flower (1929, List Vertebr. Anim. 3 : 96) and—and this was even more 
important—by Loveridge (1929, Bull. U.S. nat. Mus. 151 : 48). From that 
time onwards the specific name colonorum Daudin seldom appeared in the 
literature, the species always being called by the name agama Linnaeus. 
Today this specific name is very well known, the species concerned being 
divided into countless subspecies. 


14. At this point is is necessary to consider the question whether the 
specific name colonorum Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination 
Agama colonorum, should be regarded as a junior subjective synonym of 
agama Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta agama, or 
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whether it should more properly be looked upon as a junior objective syno- 
nym of that name. From this point of view the name colonorum Daudin 
could be regarded as being (a) a direct substitute for (nom. nov. pro) the name 
agama Linnaeus cited by Daudin in the synonymy of his new species, or (b) a 
name proposed partly as a substitute for agama Linnaeus but in part also based 
on actual specimens, or (c) a name which was not intended to be a substitute 
for agama Linnaeus, being no more than the name of a carelessly constructed 
composite species based partly upon actual specimens and partly upon the 
description of the specimens on which Linnaeus had established his nominal 
species Lacerta agama. Of these possibilities the third may be immediately 
dismissed as being artificial and unrealistic. In my view there can be no 
doubt that Daudin regarded his nominal species as in part at least a substitute 
nominal species for that established by Linnaeus under the name Lacerta 
agama. Although according to modern ideas Daudin was in error in rejecting 
the name Lacerta agama Linnaeus, there can be little doubt that in so doing 
he was prompted by the dislike of absolute tautonymy between generic and 
specific names that was widely felt by zoologists of his day and that it was his 
decision to establish a new genus consisting of the word ““Agama ”’ which led 
him to replace the specific name agama Linnaeus by a new name (colonorum). 
Daudin said nothing to imply that he was describing his species Agama 
colonorum at least in part upon actual specimens though the investigations by 
Andersson (1900) referred to in paragraph 13 above suggest that this was the 
case. However, from a nomenclatorial point of view it makes no difference 
whether the specific name colonorum Daudin was established wholly, or only 
partly, as a substitute for agama Linnaeus, for in either case the two names are 
objective synonyms of one another, the nominal species concerned having the 
Same specimen as type specimen. It should perhaps be recalled by way of 
explanation that the rule set out above in relation to taxa belonging to the 
species-name group was adopted in 1953 by the Copenhagen Congress (1953, 
Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 75-76, Decision 142). 


15. In the light of the particulars given above, we may complete as follows 
the recommendations submitted in paragraph 11 above that the name Agama 
Daudin, [1802], should be placed on the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology. First, it should be noted that this name is feminine in gender. 
Second, the type species of this genus should be recorded as being Lacerta 
agama Linnaeus, 1758, by absolute tautonymy. 


16. The other action which requires to be taken in this connection is the 
addition to the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology of the name agama 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta agama, with an 
endorsement that this is the specific name of the type species of Agama 
Daudin, [1802], and the addition to the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid 
Specific Names in Zoology of the specific name colonorum Daudin, [1802], as 
published in the combination Agama colonorum, with an endorsement that it is 
a junior objective synonym of agama Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the 
combination Lacerta agama. 


Iii. Family-Group-Name Problems 


17. No family-group-name problem arises in connection with the first of 
the generic names dealt with in the present application, Phrynosoma 
Wiegmann, 1828, that generic name not having been taken as the base for a 
name in the family-group category. The genus so named is currently placed 
in the family IGUANIDAE. 
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18. The generic name Agama Daudin, [1802], the second of the names with 
which we are concerned, has, however, been taken as the base for a family- 
group name, the genus so named being currently placed in the family AGAMIDAE. 
That family-group name should now be placed on the Official List of Family- 
Group Names in Zoology. There are, however, certain difficulties in con- 
nection with this family-group name which must first be considered. These 
difficulties are discussed below. 


19. It was stated by Boulenger (1885, Cat. Lizards Brit. Mus. 1 : 250) 
that the nominal family AGAMIDAE was first established by Gray (J.E.) 
in 1827 (Phil. Mag. (2) 2 : 57) and this statement has been widely copied by 
later authors. However, this statement is correct only in so far as it refers 
to the first publication of a family-group name correctly formed with the 
termination ““-IDAE”’. Gray was not the first author to establish a nominal 
family-group taxon based on the genus Agama Daudin, [1802], for one year 
earlier such a taxon had been established by Fitzinger (1826, Neue Class. 
Rept. : 11, 17) under the name AGAMOIDEA. This family-group name should 
therefore be cited as AGAMIDAE (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 1826. 


20. The next point which we have to note is that in the same work as that 
in which Fitzinger established his nominal family-group taxon AGAMOIDEA, 
he established also two other nominal family-group taxa, both of which 
represent the same taxon as that currently known by the name AGAMIDAE. 
The names concerned, both of which have page precedence over the name 
AGAMOIDEA, are: (a) PNEUSTOIDEA (Neue Class. Rept.: 11, 15); (b) 
DRACONOIDEA (ibid.: 11, 16). Fitzinger’s PNEUSTOIDEA contained three 
genera, of which two (Lyriocephalus ; Phrynocephalus) are currently recognised 
as belonging to the family AGAMIDAE, while the third (Pneustes Merrem, 1820) 
has never been satisfactorily identified. Fitzinger’s DRACONOIDEA is based 
upon the genus Draco Linnaeus, 1758, which is a valid genus currently placed 
in the family AGAMIDAE. Since the Copenhagen Congress the relative pre- 
cedence to be given to generic and specific names published in the same book 
and on the same date is determinable in accordance with the First Reviser 
Principle and not by page precedence (1953, Copenhagen Decisions zool. 
Nomencl. : 66-67, Decision 123). No express provision on this subject has as 
yet been made in relation to family-group names, but it is reasonable that a 
similar procedure should be followed in regard to this class of name. Indeed, 
a proposal in this sense is at present before the International Commission 
(Hemming, 1956, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 264-266)?. In the circumstances 
the proper course appears to be to proceed on the assumption that the relative 
precedence to be accorded to family-group names published on the same date 
and in the same work is subject to the same rule as that already laid down in 
relation to generic and specific names. This question has not hitherto been 
considered in the literature in relation to the particular names discussed 
above. Accordingly, in order to secure the position of the family-group name 
AGAMIDAE (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 1826, from the above point of 
view, I now, as First Reviser, choose the family-group name AGAMOIDEA 
(an Invalid Original Spelling for AGAMIDAE) Fitzinger, 1826, to be a name 
to have precedence over the following names published in the same book 
and on the same date, namely the names PNEUSTOIDEA Fitzinger and 
DRACONOIDEA Fitzinger. 


21. The next point which requires to be considered is the status of the 
name AGAMIDEA (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, in relation to the older 
“The application so taken was subsequently approved by the Commission, the decision 


so taken being embodied in Declaration 37 (1958, Ops. Decls. int. Comm. zool. 
Nomencl. 18 : xiii-xxii). 
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family group name STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825 (Zool. J. 1 : 457). This name was 
clearly marked by Bell as a new name by the insertion of the word ‘“‘ Mihi” 
immediately after it. In other respects, however, it was introduced in a very 
unsatisfactory manner, for Bell did not give any diagnosis for his new family- 
group taxon and did not even specify its type genus, doing no more than place 
in it the genus Uromastyx Merrem. It was, however, common knowledge to 
Bell’s contemporaries—just as it is perfectly well known to modern specialists 
—that Bell’s intention in publishing the family-group name STELLIONIDAE, was 
to establish a nominal family-group taxon having as its type genus the nominal 
genus Stellio Daudin, [1802] (in Sonnini’s Buffon, Rept. 4:5). Gray (J.E.) 
later in the same year (1825, Ann. Phil. (2) 10 : 196) took the view that the way 
in which this family-group name had been published by Bell was so unsatis- 
factory that it did not suffice to secure the status of availability for the name 
STELLIONIDAE as so published. He accordingly republished this family-group 
name as a new name of his own, specifying Ste//io Daudin as the type genus. 
In this matter subsequent authors have followed Gray and have attributed 
this family-group name to him and not to Bell. The minimum requirements 
which must be met for a family-group name to acquire availability have 
recently been clarified by the International Commission in Declaration 31 
which provides that such a name is not to be rejected on the ground that the 
author publishing that name did not specify the name of its type genus. In 
these circumstances and having regard to the fact that the Copenhagen 
Congress had already prescribed that it is not necessary—though it is desirable 
—that an author establishing a nominal family-group taxon should provide 
an “indication ”’ for that taxon in addition to incorporating in its name the 
stem of the name of its type genus, it is clear that Gray was in error in 
rejecting the name STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825, on the ground that it had been 
published without an “ indication ”’. 


22. During much of the XIXth century the name Stellio Daudin, [1802], 
was treated as a nomenclatorially available name but was regarded as a junior 
synonym of Agama Daudin, [1802]. About twenty-five years ago Stejneger 
and Malcolm Smith pointed out that the name Stellio had been validly 
published by another author many years before it was published by Daudin, 
having been introduced in 1768 by Laurenti (Specimen med. : 56). Following 
this discovery Stejneger fearing that in consequence the name Stellio as from 
Laurenti might be re-introduced into the literature deliberately selected as the 
type species of this genus the unidentifiable species Stellio saxatilis Laurenti, 
1768 (op. cit. : 57) (Stejneger, 1932, J. Bombay nat. Hist. Soc. 35 : 618). In 
1936 Stejneger returned to this subject (Copeia 1936 : 138), observing that the 
type selection which he had made for Stellio Laurenti was “ calculated 
to prevent the specter of Stellio becoming active again in herpetological 
literature ’’. Stejneger’s was undoubtedly the first—and therefore the valid 
—type selection for the genus Ste/lio Laurenti, 1768. By reason of that 
selection that generic name became a nomen dubium and could in no circum- 
stances represent a threat to the generic name Agama Daudin, [1802]. 


23. While the re-appearance of the generic name Ste//io Laurenti, 1768, has 
fortunately no bearing on the present case at the generic-name level, it imports 
a valuable new element into it at the family-group-name level. For as we now 
see, the generic name Stellio Daudin, [1802], which is the name of the type 
genus both of STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825, and of the independently established 
STELLIONIDAE Gray, 1825, is invalid as being a junior homonym of Stellio 
Laurenti, 1768. Under a decision by the Copenhagen Congress (1953, 
Copenhagen Decisions zool. Nomencl. : 36, Decision 54(1)(b)) a family-group 
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name based upon the name of a type genus which is invalid as a junior — 
homonym of another generic name is itself to be rejected as invalid. 
Accordingly, the family-group name STELLIONIDAE as published by Bell in 
1825 and the same name as published later in the same year by Gray are both 
invalid. Thus all threat from these names to the well-established name 
AGAMIDAE is removed. These invalid names should now be placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology at 
the same time that the name AGAMIDAE (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 
1826, is placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology. 


IV. Recommendations 


24. In the light of the considerations set out in the present application the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is asked :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned generic 
names for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of 
the Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) Tapaia Oken, 1817 ; 
(b) Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825 ; 
(c) Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826 ; 


(2) to confirm the generic name Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, as validated 
under the Plenary Powers in (1) above, in its position on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology, at the same time substituting the 
following entry on that List for that made thereon by the Ruling 
given in Opinion 92 :— 


Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, as validated under the Plenary 
Powers in (1) above (gender : neuter) (type species, by selection 
by Fitzinger (1843): Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, as 
interpreted by the lectotype selected by Smith (H.M.) in para- 
graph 2 of the present application). 


(3) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 


Agama Daudin, [1802] (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
absolute tautonymy under Rule (d) in Article 30: Lacerta 
agama Linnaeus, 1758) ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination 
Lacerta orbicularis and as interpreted by the lectotype specified 
in (2) above (specific name of type species of Ey ort 
Wiegmann, 1828) ; 


(b) hispida Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta 
hispida and as interpreted by Laurenti (J.N.) (1768), acting 
as First Reviser ; 


(c) agama Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta | 
agama (specific name of type species of Agama Daudin, [1802)]) ; 
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(5) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Tapaja Oken, 1816, a spelling selected from two Original Spellings 
to be the Valid Original Spelling in paragraph 5 of the present 
application (invalid because published in a work rejected for 
nomenclatorial purposes by the Ruling given in Opinion 417) ; 


(b) Tapaia Oken, 1817 (a spelling selected from two Original Spellings 
to be the Valid Original Spelling in paragraph 6 of the present 
application (as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) 
above) ; 


(c) Tapaia Oken, 1816 (an Invalid Original Spelling for Tapaja 
Oken, 1816, by selection in paragraph 5 of the present applica- 
tion ; invalid also because published in a work rejected for 
nomenclatorial purposes by the Ruling given in Opinion 417) ; 


(d) Tapaya Oken, 1817 (an Invalid Original Spelling for Tapaia 
Oken, 1817, by selection in paragraph 6 of the present applica- 
tion) ; 


(e) Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825, as suppressed under the Plenary 
Powers in (1)(b) above ; 


(f) Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(c) above ; 


(g) Stellio Daudin, [1802] (a junior homonym of Ste//io Laurenti, 1768); 


(6) to place the under-mentioned specific name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


colonorum Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination 
Agama colonorum (a junior objective synonym of agama 
Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta 
agama) ; 


(7) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


AGAMIDAE (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 1826, a name 
having precedence over the family-group names PNEUSTOIDEA 
Fitzinger, 1826, and DRACONOIDEA Fitzinger, 1826, published 
in the same work and on the same date, through the First 
Reviser selection made by Smith (H.M.) in paragraph 20 of the 
present application (type genus: Agama Daudin, [1802]) ; 


(8) to place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) AGAMOIDEA Fitzinger, 1826 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
AGAMIDAB) ; 


(b) the under-mentioned family-group names, each of which is invalid 
because the name of its type genus (Stellio Daudin, [1802]) is a 
junior homonym of a generic name of older date (Stellio 
Laurenti, 1768) :— 

(i) STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825 ; 


(ii) STELLIONIDAE Gray (J.E.), 1825. 
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II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


3. Registration of the present application: Upon the receipt in 1949 of 
Dr. Hobart M. Smith’s preliminary communication, the question of the possible 
need for the use of the Plenary Powers in order to validate the entry relating to 
the generic name Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, made on the Official List by 
the Ruling given in Opinion 92 was allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 399. 


4. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 22nd July 1957 and was published on 30th September of the 
same year in Part 9 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Smith (H.M.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 267-279). 


5. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 30th September 1957, (a) in Part 9 of Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Hobart M. Smith’s 
application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition, such Notice was given to four general zoological publications and 
to two herpetological serials, in Europe and. America respectively. 


6. No Objection Received : Neither the publication of the present application 
nor the issue of Public Notices in regard thereto elicited any objection from any 
source. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


7. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)10 : On 3rd April 1958, a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)10) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the generic name 
Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828, and matters incidental thereto, as set out in 
Points (1) to (8) in paragraph 24 on pages 277 to 279 of Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature”’ [i.e. in the Points numbered as above 
in paragraph 24 of the paper reproduced in the second paragraph of the present 
Opinion]. 


8. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 3rd July 
1958. 


9. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)10 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)10 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-one (21) 
Commissioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Prantl ; Hering ; Vokes ; Lemche ; Boschma ; Bodenheimer ; 
Dymond ; Mayr; Mertens; Key; do Amaral; Sylvester-Bradley ; 
Jaczewski ; Bradley (J.C.); Hemming; Stoll; Kihnelt ; Cabrera ; 
Tortonese ; Riley ; 
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(b) Negative Votes : 
None ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 

(d) Voting Papers not returned, two (2): 
Bonnet ; Hanko. 


10. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 4th July 1958, Mr. Hemming, Secretary 
to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the Vote 
taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)10, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast 
were as set outin paragraph 9 above and declaring that the proposal submitted 
in the foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision 
so taken was the decision of the International Commission in the matter 
aforesaid. 


11. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : On 6th July 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)10. 


12. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 
Agama Daudin, [1802], in Sonnini’s Buffon, Rept. 3 : 333 
agama, Lacerta, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 207 
colonorum, Agama, Daudin, [1802], in Sonnini’s Buffon, Rept. 3 : 336 
hispida, Lacerta, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 205-206 
orbicularis, Lacerta, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 206 
Stellio Daudin, [1802], in Sonnini’s Buffon, Rept. 4 : 5 
Tapaia Oken, 1816, Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3 (Zool.) (2) : vi [Table of Contents] 
Tapaia Oken, 1817, Isis (Oken) 1817 : 1183 
Tapaja Oken, 1816, Lehrbuch Naturgesch. 3 (Zool.) (2) : 295 
Tapaya Oken, 1817, Isis (Oken) 1817 : 1183 
Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826, Neue Class. Rept. : 17 
Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825, Ann. Phil. 26 : 197 


13. Reference for the selection of a lectotype for a nominal species : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a lectotype for a nominal species 
specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 

For Lacerta orbicularis Linnaeus, Smith (H.M.), 1957, Bull. zool. 
1758 Nomencl. 13 : 268, paragraph 2 


14. Reference for a First Reviser Selection for a nominal species : The follow- 
ing is the reference for a First Reviser Selection for a nominal species specified 
in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 

For Lacerta hispida Linnaeus, 1758 Laurenti (J.N.), 1768, Specimen 
med. : 51 
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15. References for Selections of Original Spellings of certain Generic Names 
to be the Valid Original Spellings for those names : The following are the references 
for the selection of an Original Spelling to be the Valid Original Spelling in the 
case of certain generic names specified in the Ruling given in the present 
Opinion :— 

For the selection of TapajaOken, 1816 Smith (H.M.), 1957, Bull. zool. 
in preference to Tapaia Oken, Nomencl. 13 : 270, paragraph 5 
1816 


For the selection of Tapaia Oken, 1817, Smith (H.M.), 1957, Bull. zool. 
in preference to Tapaya Oken, Nomencl. 13 : 270, paragraph 6 
1817 


16. Original References for Family-Group Names : The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official 
Index of names of taxa of the family-group category :— 


AGAMIDAE (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 1826, Neue Class. Rept. : 11, 17 
AGAMOIDEA Fitzinger, 1826 (an Invalid Original Spelling for AGAMIDAE) 
STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825, Zool. J. 1 : 457 

STELLIONIDAE Gray (J.E.), 1825, Ann. Phil. (2) 10 : 196 


17. Selection by a First Reviser of a Family-Group Name to take precedence 
over certain other Family-Group Names published in the same work and on the 
same date : The following is the reference for the selection by a First Reviser 
of a family-group name to take precedence over certain other family-group 
names published in the same work and on the same date specified in the Ruling 
given in the present Opinion :— 


Selection of AGAMIDAE (correction of Smith (H.M.), 1957, Bull. zool. 
AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 1826, to take Nomencl. 13 : 275, paragraph 
precedence over the names PNEUSTO- 20 
IDEA and DRACONOIDEA, both being 
names published by Fitzinger in the 
same work (Neue Class. Rept.) and 
on the same date in 1826 


18. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the under- 
signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


19. ‘Opinion’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-Five (565) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this ‘Sixth day of July, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty-Eight. 
: 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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A. The Officers of the Commission 


Honorary Life President : Dr. Karl JORDAN (British Museum (Natural History), Zoological Museum, 
Tring, Herts., England) 


ee Professor James Chester BRADLEY (Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.) (12th August 
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OPINION 566 


SUPPRESSION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE GENERIC 
NAME ‘“ TINGRA’”’ BOISDUVAL, 1847, AND DESIGNATION 
UNDER THE SAME POWERS FOR THE GENERA “ LIPTENA’’ 
WESTWOOD, [1851], AND ‘‘ PENTILA”’ WESTWOOD, 
[1851], OF TYPE SPECIES IN HARMONY WITH 
ACCUSTOMED USAGE (CLASS INSECTA, ORDER 
LEPIDOPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) The generic name Tingra Boisduval, 1847, is hereby suppressed for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy. 


(b) All indications or selections of type species for the under-mentioned 
genera made prior to the present Ruling are hereby set aside and the 
species severally specified below are hereby designated to be the type 
species of the genera in question :— 


(i) Liptena undularis Hewitson, [1866], to be the type species of the 
genus Liptena Westwood, [1851] ; 


(ii) Tingra tropicalis Boisduval, 1847, to be the type species of the 
genus Pentila Westwood, [1851]. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— ; 


(a) Liptena Westwood, [1851] (gender : feminine) (type species, by designa- 
tion under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b)(i) above : Liptena undularis 
Hewitson, [1866]) (Name No. 1365) ; 


(b) Pentila Westwood, [1851], as validated under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(a) above (gender : feminine) (type species, by designation under 
the Plenary Powers in (1)(b)(ii) above : Tingra tropicalis Boisduval, 
1847) (Name No. 1366) ; 


(c) Telipna Aurivillius, 1895 (gender : feminine) (type species, by original 
designation : Liptena acraea Westwood, [1851]) (Name No. 1367) ; 


(d) Megalopalpus Rober, 1886 (gender : masculine) (type species, by original 
designation : Megalopalpus simplex Rober, 1886) (Name No. 1368). 
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(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) undularis Hewitson, [1866], as published in the combination Liptena 
undularis (specific name of type species of Liptena Westwood, [1851]) 
(Name No. 1658) ; 


(b) tropicalis Boisduval, 1847, as published in the combination Tingra 
tropicalis (specific name of type species of Pentila Westwood, [1851]) 
(Name No. 1659) ; 


(c) acraea Westwood, [1851], as published in the combination Liptena 
acraea (specific name of type species of Telipna Aurivillius, 1895) 
(Name No. 1660) ; 


(d) simplex Rober, 1886, as published in the combination Megalopalpus 
simplex (specific name of type species of Megalopalpus Rober, 1886) 
(Name No. 1661) ; 


(e) zvmna Westwood, [1851], as published in the combination Pentila 
zymna (Name No. 1662). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name 
Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) Tingra Boisduval, 1847, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) 
above (Name No. 1279) ; 


(b) Parapontia Rober, (1892) (a junior objective synonym of Liptena Westwood, 
[1851]) (Name No. 1280). 


(5) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) LIPTENINAE Rober (J.), (1892) (type genus : Liptena Westwood, [1851]) 
(Name No. 270) ; 


(b) PENTILINI Aurivillius, [1921] (type genus: Pentila Westwood, [1851]) 
(Name No. 271). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


On 25th June 1957, Mr. Francis Hemming (London) addressed a letter to the 
Office of the Commission, with which he enclosed the following joint application 
by M. H. Stempffer (Paris) and himself for the use by the Commission of its 
Plenary Powers for the purpose of preserving the currently accepted usage of 
the generic names Liptena Westwood, [1851], Pentila Westwood, [1851] and 
Telipna Aurivillius, 1895 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), these being, as 
Mr. Hemming explained, the names of a group of related genera of the family 
LYCAENIDAE which would be thrown into a state of the utmost confusion if the 
normal provisions of the Régles were to be applied through the transfer of 
these names from one genus to another. 
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Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to preserve the generic names ‘‘ Liptena ”’ 
Westwood, [1851], and ‘‘ Pentila’’ Westwood, [1851] (Class Insecta, 
Order Lepidoptera) for use in their accustomed sense and to prevent 
the transfer of those names to genera for which they have never 
been employed 


By FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(London) 


and 


H. STEMPFFER 
(Paris) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to 
preserve for use in their accustomed sense the names of two important 
African genera of LYCAENIDAE—Liptena Westwood, [1851], and Pentila 
Westwood, [1851]—and to prevent the extremely confusing transfer of these 
names to genera for which they have never been used which would result 
if the normal provisions of the Régles were to be applied in the present case. 


2. The following are the references for the generic names involved in the 
present case :-— 


Tingra Boisduval, 1847, in Delegorgue, Voy. Afrique austr. 2 : 589 (type 
species, by monotypy : Tingra tropicalis Boisduval, 1847, in Delagorgue, 
Voy. Afrique austr. 2 : 589) 


Pentila Westwood, [5th December 1851], in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. Lep. (2) : 
pl. 76 (type species, by monotypy: Pentila zymna Westwood, [5th 
December 1851], in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. Lep. (2) : pl. 76, fig. 6) 


Liptena Westwood, [5th December 1851], in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. Lep. 
(2) : pl. 77 (type species, by selection by Scudder (S.H.), 1875, Proc. 
Amer. Acad. Arts Sci., Boston 10 : 208): Liptena acraea Westwood, 
[Sth December 1851], Gen. diurn. Lep. (2) : pl. 77, fig. 6) 


Megalopalpus Rober, 1886, CorrespBl. ent. Ver. Iris 1 : 51 (type species, by 
original designation : Megalopalpus simplex Rober, 1886, CorrespBl. 
ent. Ver. Iris 1 : 51, pl. 4, fig. 4) 


Parapontia Rober, (1892), in Schatz, in Staudinger & Schatz, Exot. Schmett. 
1 (Th. 2) (6) : 280 (type species, by monotypy : Liptena undularis 
Hewitson, [1866], ///. exot. Butts. 3 : [120], pl. [60], fig. 7) 


Telipna Aurivillius, 1895, Ent. Tidskr. 16 : 198 (type species, by original 
designation : Liptena acraea Westwood, [5th December 18511, in 
Doubleday, Gen. diurn. Lep. (2) : pl. 77, fig. 6). 


3. A large part of the difficulty in the present case arises from the 
unsatisfactory way in which the names Pentila and Liptena were first validly 
published (by Westwood in 1851) and from the fact that the first of these 
names had already been published, four years previously, as a nomen nudum. 
These aspects of the case are discussed in the immediately following para- 
graphs. 


ITHSO! a JUN &@ 2 1958, 
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4. The generic name Pentila was first published by Doubleday in 1847 
(List. Spec. lep. Ins. Brit. Mus. 2 : 57) but this name is invalid as from the 
date on which it was so published (a) because he gave no diagnosis for the 
genus so named (a deficiency which would not have been fatal to the 
availability of this name if he had cited the name of any previously established _ 
nominal species as that of a species belonging to this new genus) and (b) 
because the only nominal species which he cited as belonging to Pentila 
was Pentila undularis, a manuscript species of Boisduval’s, the name of which 
was therefore at that time a nomen nudum. ‘Thus, the name Pentila as 
published by Doubleday was a name possessing no nomenclatorial foundation 
and is itself a nomen nudum. 


5. It is necessary now to examine the way in which the generic names 
Pentila and Liptena were published by Westwood in his supplement to 
Doubleday’s Genera of Diurnal Lepidoptera. These names appeared both on 
the legends of plates published in this supplement and also in the accompany- 
ing text. What is important at this stage is to determine whether the plates 
and the text were published simultaneously or whether one was published 
before the other and, if so, which. For the nominal species associated with 
these nominal genera are not in all respects the same on the plates as in the 
text. Until fairly recently the relative dates of publication were not known 
with certainty and this is one of the causes of the confusion which has arisen 
in this case, some authors having treated the text and the plates (pls. 76 and 
77) as having been published simultaneously, others taking the view that the 
plates were published before the text. Fortunately, all doubts on this 
subject have been removed by the demonstration by Hemming in 1941 
(J. Soc. Bibl. nat. Hist. 1 : 355-464) of the dates on which each sheet of the 
text and each plate of this work were published. This paper shows that 
plates 76 and 77 were published on 5th December 1851 in Part 50 and that 
the portion of the text containing the names Pentila and Liptena (i.e. the portion 
containing page 503), which were issued in Part 54, was not published until 
12th August 1852. Thus, the plates concerned have over eight months’ 
priority over the corresponding portion of the text. We must note at this 
point that the contention sometimes formerly advanced that generic names 
published on the legends of plates cannot be accepted for nomenclatorial 
purposes is without foundation, having been finally disposed of by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 255) by the insertion in the Régles of a provision that any 
generic name published in the foregoing way before 1st January 1931 is to be 
accepted as having been duly published with an “indication”. We see 
therefore that the names Pentila Westwood and Liptena Westwood rank for 
priority as from 5th December 1851, the dates on which those names appeared 
on the legends to plates 76 and-77 respectively. Further, the only nominal 
species which are eligible to become the type species are the nominal species 
cited in the legends to the above plates as belonging to these genera. (Before 
leaving Westwood’s supplement to Doubleday’s Gen. diurn. Lep., we may 
note that in the text (: 503) he cited Liptena only as a synonym of Pentila, 
transferring to that genus the two species which he had figured on plate 77 
as belonging to Liptena. Though of interest as showing a change in West- 
wood’s taxonomic ideas, his treatment of these nominal genera in the text 
of his supplement is of no nomenclatorial significance, for, as we have seen, 
the names of these genera had been published on the legends of plates 76 and 
77 eight months earlier and in consequence the interpretation of the genera 
so named depends exclusively upon the treatment accorded to them when the 
names Pentila and Liptena were published on the foregoing plates.) . 
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6. Now that we know definitely when and where the names Pentila and 
Ligptena were first published, we have no difficulty at all in determining what 
under the Régles are the respective type species of the genera so named. On 
plate 76 the only nominal species cited as belonging to the genus Pentila 
Westwood was the nominal species Pentila zymna Westwood (a nominal 
species then established for the first time), which is therefore the type species 
of Pentila Westwood by monotypy. On plate 77 two nominal species, both 
at that time new species, were cited as belonging to the genus Liptena 
Westwood. These were Liptena abraxas Westwood (fig. 5) and Liptena acraea 
Westwood (fig. 6). From these species which alone are eligible for considera- 
tion as possible type species for Liptena Westwood, Liptena acraea Westwood 
was the first to be selected as the type species, this selection having been made 
by Scudder in 1875. Under the Régles this species is therefore the type species 
of Liptena Westwood. 


7. Although it has long been known that the current interpretation of the 
genera Liptena Westwood and Pentila Westwood was untenable, the changes 
in current usage which would follow a strict application of the normal 
provisions of the Régles are so devastating that no worker has attempted to 
apply those provisions in this case. Thus, Liptena acraea Westwood, the 
type species of Liptena Westwood under the Régles, is a species currently 
placed in the genus Telipna Aurivillius, 1895, of which indeed it is the type 
species. Ifin this case the normal provisions of the Régles were to be applied 
the name Liptena Westwood would have to be transferred to the genus now 
known as Telipna Aurivillius, the latter name disappearing as a junior 
objective synonym of Liptena Westwood. This confusing and objectionable 
change would make it necessary to apply to the genus currently known as 
Liptena Westwood the name Parapontia Rober, (1892), the type species of 
the genus so named being Liptena undularis Hewitson, [1866], a highly 
representative member of the genus Liptena as currently understood. The 
effect of applying the normal provisions of the Régles to the generic name 
Pentila Westwood would be equally startling and confusing, for Pentila 
zymna Westwood, the valid type species of this genus, is currently referred 
to the genus Megalopalpus Rober, 1886. The latter name would disappear 
as a junior subjective synonym of Pentila Westwood and another name would 
need to be provided for the large genus currently known by the name Pentila. 
It is at this point that a further flaw in the accepted nomenclature of this 
group comes into view, for we have to note that under the Régles not only 
does the name Pentila apply to a genus different from that for which it is 
currently employed but that, even if this were not so, it would still not be 
the valid name for that genus, for that name, as so used, is a junior subjective 
synonym of the long-forgotten and virtually unknown name Tingra Boisduval, 
1847. 


8. The far-reaching nature of the disturbance which would be created by 
the changes described above will be immediately apparent when it is realised 
that they would involve the transfer of almost one hundred and fifty species 
from the genera in which they are customarily placed to genera to which they 
have never been assigned. Thus, the thirty species of Telipna would in 
future have to be known as Liptena ; the sixty-eight species of Liptena would 
have to be transferred to the genus Parapontia; the four species of 
Megalopalpus would be known as Pentila ; finally the forty-six species of 
Pentila would have to go by the name Jingra Boisduval. Moreover, all the 
faunistic works so far published would become unintelligible, for every 
author has followed Aurivillius in his disposition of the names Liptena, 
Telipna and Pentila. 
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9. But it is not only at the generic-name level that the most serious 
confusion would arise if the normal provisions of the Régles were to apply 
in the present case, for even more baffling changes would be involved at the 
family-group-name level. Of the genera with which we are concerned three 
(Telipna, Pentila and Liptena, in each case as currently understood) are placed 
in the subfamily LIPTENINAE Kirby (W.F.), 1896 (in Allen’s Nat. Libr., Handb. 
Lep. 1, Butts. 2 : 133), while the fourth (Megalopalpus) does not even belong 
to the subfamily LIPTENINAE. As was pointed out by Aurivillius (1898) and 
later by Bethune-Baker (1914), this genus is an isolated African representative 
of an entirely distinct Indo-Oriental subfamily which is now known as the 
MILETINAE Corbet (A.S.) & Pendlebury (H.M.), 1956 (Butts. Malay Penins. 
(ed. 2) : 259, 264), a group having the genus Miletus Hiibner, [1819] (Verz. 
bekannt. Schmett. (5) : 71) as type genus. The subfamily LIPTENINAE is itself 
commonly divided into two tribes, the PENTILINI Aurivillius, [1921] (im Seitz, 
Grossschmett. Erde 13 : 298) and the nominate tribe LIPTENINI. Of the three 
Liptenine genera here in question two (Jelipna and Pentila as currently 
understood) belong to the PENTILINI, while Liptena (as hitherto interpreted) 
belongs naturally to the nominate tribe LIPTENINI. It will be seen at once 
how great would be the confusion resulting from applying the normal 
provisions of the Régles to the names of the type genera of the foregoing 
family-group taxa. The genus Pentila, the type genus of the tribe PENTILINL, 
would cease to belong to the subfamily LIPTENINAE, while within that subfamily 
the tribe now known as PENTILINI, which comprises the genus now known as 
Telipna but which in future would be known as Liptena, would become the 
nominate tribe LIPTENINI. Some other name would have to be found for 
the tribe comprising the genus now known as Liptena (which would have 
to be known as Parapontia), for this would no longer include Liptena and 
could not in future be known as the LIPTENINI. 


10. It will be seen from the particulars given above that the most profound 
and far-reaching confusion not only at the generic-name level but also at the 
family-group-name level would result from the application in this case of the 
normal provisions of the Régles. For this reason alone there are, in our view, 
very strong reasons in favour of remedial action being taken by the Commission 
under its Plenary Powers. These reasons appear to us to be irresistable when 
account is taken of the exceptional morphological interest of this group and 
the peculiar examples of mimicry exhibited by some of the species concerned, 
as regards which a considerable literature has grown up. It is for these 
reasons that in the present application we ask the International Commission 
to use its Plenary Powers to stabilise current nomenclatorial practice and to 
prevent the very serious confusion which would otherwise be inevitable. The 
main features of the action necessary to give effect to the solution which we 
recommend are twofold. First, it would be necessary for the Commission to 
use its Plenary Powers to suppress the name Jingra Boisduval, 1847, for 
otherwise that name by reason of its priority would render impossible the use 
of the name Pentila Westwood, [1851] which has for so long been applied to 
the genus concerned. Second, it would be necessary for the Commission 
under the same Powers to designate both for Pentila Westwood and for 
Liptena Westwood, [1851], type species in harmony with current and long- 
established practice. As regards the choice to be made of the species to be 
designated as the type species of these genera, we consider that the best 
course would be (i) to designate as the type species of Liptena Westwood the 
nominal species Liptena undularis Hewitson, [1866], that species having for 
long, though incorrectly, been regarded as the type species of this genus, 
and (ii) to designate as the type species of Pentila Westwood the nominal 
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species Tingra tropicalis Boisduval, 1847, this being a species which is intrinsi- 
cally suitable for selection as type species and is moreover the type species of the 
older-established nominal genus Tingra Boisduval, 1847, the name of which 
it is proposed (for the reasons explained above) should be suppressed under 
the Plenary Powers in order to make way for the continued use of the generic 
name Pentila Westwood. 


11. The proposal which for the reasons set out in the present application 
we now submit for consideration is that the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature should :— 


(1) use its Plenary Powers :— 
(a) to suppress the generic name Tingra Boisduval, 1847, for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy ; 


(b) to set aside all indications or selections of type species for the 
under-mentioned genera made prior to the Ruling now asked 
for and, having done so, to designate as the type species of 
those genera the nominal species severally specified below :— 


Name of Genus Nominal species proposed to be 
designated as type species of the 
genus specified in Col. (1) 


(1) (2) 
Liptena Westwood, Liptena undularis Hewitson, [1866] 
[1851] 
Pentila Westwood, Tingra tropicalis Boisduval, 1847 
[1851] 


(2) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Liptena Westwood, [1851] (gender : feminine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Liptena 
undularis Hewitson, [1866]) ; 


(b) Pentila Westwood, [1851], as validated under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(a) above (gender : feminine) (type species, by designation 
under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above : Tingra tropicalis 
Boisduval, 1847) ; 


(c) Telipna Aurivillius, 1895 (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
original designation : Liptena acraea Westwood, [1851]) ; 


(d) Megalopalpus Rober, 1886 (gender : masculine) (type species, by 
original designation : Megalopalpus simplex Rober, 1886) ; 


(3) place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of Specific 
Names in Zoology :— 


(a) undularis Hewitson, [1866], as published in the combination 
Liptena undularis (specific name of type species of Liptena 
Westwood, [1851)) ; 


(b) tropicalis Boisduval, 1847, as published in the combination 
Tingra tropicalis (specific name of type species of Pentila 
Westwood, [1851)) ; 
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(c) acraea Westwood, [1851], as published in the combination 
Liptena acraea (specific name of type species of Telipna 
Aurivillius, 1895) ; 


(d) simplex Rober, 1886, as published in the combination Megalo- 
palpus simplex (specific name of type species of Megalopalpus 
RG6ber, 1886) ; 


(e) zymna Westwood, [1851], as published in the combination 
Pentila zymna ; 


(4) place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Tingra Boisduval, 1847, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers 
in (1)(a) above ; 


(b) Parapontia ROber, (1892) (a junior objective synonym of Liptena 
Westwood, [1851], as defined under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b) above) ; 


(5) place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) LIPTENINAE Kirby (W.F.), 1896 (type genus : Liptena Westwood, 
[1851)]) ; 


(b) PENTILINI Aurivillius, [1921] (type genus: Pentila Westwood, 
[1851]}). 


II. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of the present 
application, the questions involved were allotted the Registered Number 
Z.N.(S.) 476. 


3. Support received before publication from N. D. Riley : On 21st June 1957, 
Mr. N. D. Riley (British Museum (Natural History), London) addressed the 
following letter to the applicants in which he intimated his support for the 
action proposed :— 


I am most happy to support the application to the Commission to use its 
Plenary Powers to preserve the use of the generic names Liptena and Pentila 
in their present accepted sense. As you so clearly demonstrate in the 
application, to apply these names strictly in accordance with the Rules 
would make a phantasy of the Commission’s attempts to achieve stability 
in nomenclature. A point which might be stressed even more strongly 
than you do in the application is that these genera as at present used include 
a large number of species of astonishing taxonomic and bionomic interest. 
They present variations of structure and pattern which as yet are not by any 
means fully understood, and certainly in some cases are of mimetic 
significance. 


4. Publication of the present application: The present application and 
Mr. Riley’s comment thereon were sent to the printer on 25th June 1957 and 
were published on 30th September of the same year in Part 9 of Volume 13 
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Hemming (F.) & Stempffer (H.), 
1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 280-286 ; Riley (N.D.), 1957, ibid. 13 : 286). 
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5. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 30th September 1957 (a) in Part 9 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which the application submitted by 
Mr. Hemming and M. Stempffer was published) and (b) to the other prescribed 
serial publications. In addition, such Notice was given also to four general 
zoological serial publications and to eight entomological serials in Europe and 
America. 


6. Support received after publication from G. van Son :—On 3rd 
December 1957, Dr. G. van Son (Transvaal Museum, Pretoria, South Africa), 
to whom separates of a number of recent applications, including the present, 
had been sent, replied as follows :— 


I completely agree to the proposed recommendations concerning each one 
of the items dealt with, in their entirety and hope they will be sanctioned 
by the International Commission. 


7. No objection Reeeived : No objection to the action proposed in this case 
was received from any source. 


Il. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


8. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)11 : On 3rd April, 1958, a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)11) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “‘ the proposal relating to the generic names 
Liptena and Pentila, both of Westwood, [1851] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), 
as set out in Points (1) to (5) in paragraph 11 on pages 285 to 286 in Volume 13 
of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature” {i.e. in the Points numbered as 
above in paragraph 11 of the paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the 
present Opinion]. 


9. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 3rd July 
1958. 


10. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)11 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)1!1 
was as follows :— 

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-one (21) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Prantl ; Hering ; Vokes ; Lemche ; Boschma ; Bodenheimer ; 
Dymond ; Mayr; Mertens; Key; do Amaral; Sylvester-Bradley ; 
Bradley (J.C.); Hemming; Stoll; Kiihnelt ; Cabrera; Tortonese ; 
Jaczewski ; Riley ; 

(b) Negative Votes : 

None ; 

(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 

(d) Voting Papers not returned, two (2): 
Bonnet ; Hanko. 
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11. Declaration of Result of Vote: On 4th July 1958, Mr. Hemming, Secretary 
to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the Vote taken 
on Voting Paper V.P.(58)11, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as 
set out in paragraph 10 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the 
foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision so taken 
was the decision of the International Commission in the matter aforesaid. 


12. Insertion of a revised bibliographical reference for the family-group name 
based on the generic name ‘‘ Liptena ’’ Westwood, [1851] : On 7th July 1958, 
Mr. Hemming, as Secretary, executed the following Minute directing that in the 
Opinion to be prepared for giving effect to the decision taken by the Commission ~ 
on Voting Paper V.P.(58)11 the author and date to be attributed to the family- 
group name LIPTENINAE (type genus : Liptena Westwood, [1851]) be amended 
so as to read LIPTENINAE Rober (J.), (1892) :— 


Family-Group Name based on the generic 
name ‘‘ Liptena ’’ Westwood, [1851] 


MINUTE by FRANCIS HEMMING, C.M.G., C.B.E. 
(Secretary to the International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature) 


The purpose of the present Minute is to record the receipt from the 
applicants on 21st June 1958 of a communication (dated 20th June 1958) 
in which attention was drawn to the fact that there had come to light a 
bibliographical reference for a family-group name based on the generic name 
Liptena Westwood, [1851], older than the name for that taxon (LIPTENINAE 
Kirby, 1896) cited in the application submitted to the Commission. The 
earlier reference in question is LIPTENINAE ROber (J.), (1892), in Schatz in 
Staudinger & Schatz, Exot. Schmett. 2(6) : 262, 277. 


In the circumstances set out above I now, as Secretary, hereby direct that 
in the Opinion to be rendered giving effect to the Commission’s decision in 
this case the amended reference for the family-group name LIPTENINAE now 
reported by the applicants be substituted for the later reference cited in the 
application as originally submitted. 


13. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ’’ : Following 
the execution of the Minute reproduced in the immediately preceding para- 
graph Mr. Hemming on the same day (7th July 1958), prepared the Ruling 
given in the present Opinion and at the same time signed a Certificate that, 
subject to the clarification specified in that Minute, the terms of that Ruling 
were in complete accord with those of the proposal approved by the Inter- 
national Commission in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)11. 


14. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


acraea, Liptena, Westwood, {5th December 1851], in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. — 
ep Qye ole 15 ts. 16 


Liptena Westwood, [Sth December 1851], in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. Lep. (2) : 
plas 


Megalopalpus Rober, 1886, CorrespBl. ent. Ver. Iris 1 : 51 
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Parapontia Rober, (1892), in Schatz, in Staudinger & Schatz, Exot. Schmett. 
1 (Th. 2) (6) : 280 


me | treed, [Sth December 1851], in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. Lep. (2) : 
pl. 

simplex, Megalopalpus, Rober, 1886, CorrespBl. ent. Ver. Iris 1 : 51, pl. 4, fig. 4 
Telipna Aurivillius, 1895, Ent. Tidskr. 16 : 198 

Tingra Boisduval, 1847, in Delegorgue, Voy. Afrique austr. 2 : 589 

tropicalis, Tingra, Boisduval, 1847, in Delegorgue, Voy. Afrique austr. 2 : 589 
_undularis, Liptena, Hewitson, [1866], I//. exot. Butts. 3 : [120], pl. [60], fig. 7 


zymna, Pentila, Westwood, [5th December 1851], in Doubleday, Gen. diurn. 
ep. (2) : pl. 76, fig. 6 


15. Original References for Family-Group Names: The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
*he present Opinion on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


LIPTENINAE ROber (J.), (1892), in Schatz (E.), in Staudinger (O.) & Schatz 
(E.), Exot. Schmett. 2(6) : 262, 277 


PENTILINI Aurivillius, [1921], in Seitz, Grossschmett. Erde 13 : 298 


16. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures: The prescribed procedures 
were duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoologicai 
Nomenclature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is 
accordingly hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission 
by the under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Com- 
mission on Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers 
conferred upon him in that behalf. 


17. ‘‘ Opinion ’’ Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-Six (566) of the International Commission on Zoo- 
logical Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Seventh day of July, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 


FRANCIS HEMMING 
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DESIGNATION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF A TYPE SPECIES 
IN HARMONY WITH ACCUSTOMED USAGE FOR THE NOMINAL 
GENUS ‘* CENTRIS ”? FABRICIUS (J.C.), 1804, AND VALID- 
ATION UNDER THE SAME POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME ‘“ DIMIDIATA” FABRICIUS (J.C.), 1793, AS 
PUBLISHED IN THE COMBINATION “APIS 
DIMIDIATA” (CLASS INSECTA, ORDER 

HYMENOPTERA) 


RULING :—(1) The following action is hereby taken under the Plenary 
Powers :— 


(a) All selections of type species for the nominal genus Centris Fabricius 
(J.C.), 1804, made prior to the present Ruling are hereby set aside, and 
the nominal species Apis haemorrhoidalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1775, is 
hereby designated to be the type species of the foregoing genus. 


(b) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby suppressed for the 
purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy :— 


(i) dimidiata Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination Apis 
dimidiata ; 

(ii) dimidiata Gmelin (J.F.), [1790], as published in the combination 
Apis dimidiata. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) Centris Fabricius (J.C.), 1804 (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above : Apis haemorrhoid- 
alis Fabricius (J.C.), 1775) (Name No. 1369) ; 


(b) Eulaema Le Peletier, 1841 (gender : feminine) (type species, by selection 
by Taschenberg (1883): Apis dimidiata Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, as 
validated under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above) (Name No. 1370). 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) haemorrhoidalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1775, as published in the combination 
Apis haemorrhoidalis (specific name of type species of Centris Fabricius 
(J.C.), 1804) (Name No. 1663) ; 


(b) dimidiata Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, as published in the combination Apis 
dimidiata and as validated under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above 
(specific name of type species of Eulaema Le Peletier, 1841) (Name 


No. 1664) ; 
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(c) rustica Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination Apis rustica (Name 
No. 1665). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
1281 :— 


Hemisia Klug, 1807 (a junior objective synonym of Centris Fabricius (J.C.), 
1804). 


(5) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) dimidiata Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination Apis dimidiata, 
and as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b)(j) above (Name 
No. 594) ; 


(b) dimidiata Gmelin (J.F.), [1790], as published in the combination Apis 
dimidiata, and as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b)(ii) 
above (Name No. 595). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 272 :— : 


CENTRIDINI (correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell 
(W.P.), 1901 (type genus : Centris Fabricius (J.C.), 1804) 


(7) The under-mentioned family-group names are hereby placed on the 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with 
the Name Numbers severally specified below :— 


(a) CENTRINI Cockereli (T.D.A.) & Cockerell (W.P.), 1901 (type genus : Centris 
Fabricius (J.C.), 1804) (an Invalid Original Spelling for CENTRIDINI) 


(Name No. 303) ; 


(b) HEMISIINI Michener (C.D.), 1944 (type genus: Hemisia Klug, 1807) 
(invalid because the name of the type genus (Hemisia Klug) is a junior 
objective synonym of Centris Fabricius (J.C.), 1804, the name of the 
type genus of CENTRIDINI (correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T.D.A.) & 
Cockerell (W.P.), 1901, of which therefore HEMISIINI Michener, 1944, 
is a junior objective synonym) (Name No. 304). 


I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


In May 1953, Professor Charles D. Michener (University of Kansas, Depart- 
ment of Entomology, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.) addressed a preliminary com- 
munication to the Office of the Commission on the question of the possible use 
of the Plenary Powers for the purpose of designating for the genus Centris 
Fabricius, 1804 (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera) a type species in harmony ~ 
with accustomed usage. Various circumstances combined to render it impossible 
to make any progress with this case until the early part of 1957. It was then 
found that certain minor adjustments were required to meet the needs of the 
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work of the Commission. These matters were, however, quickly adjusted 
and on 19th June 1957 the following application was submitted to the Com- 
mission by Professor Michener :— 


Proposed designation under the Plenary Powers of a type species in harmony 
with accustomed usage for the genus ‘‘ Cenitris ’’ Fabricius, 1804, and 
proposed validation under the same powers of the specific name 
‘* dimidiata ’’ Fabricius, 1793, as published in the combination 

“Apis dimidiata ’’ (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera) 


By CHARLES D. MICHENER 
(University of Kansas, Lawrence, Kansas, U.S.A.) 


The principal purpose of the present application is to ask the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to 
designate a type species in harmony with accustomed usage for the genus 
Centris Fabricius, 1804 (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera). The second 
purpose of the application is to ask for the validation under the same Powers 
of the specific name dimidiata Fabricius, 1793, as published in the combination 
Apis dimidiata, the specific name of the type species of Eulaema Le Peletier, 
1841, a genus, the name of which is also involved in the present case. I am 
opposed to any excessive use of the Plenary Powers, but, in my opinion, 
their use for the purposes specified above is fully justified, since otherwise 
serious confusion would certainly result. 


2. The name concerned is Centris Fabricius (1804, Systema Piezatorum : 
354). Many species were originally included in it and these are now placed 
among several genera of bees. From 1804 to about 1850 considerable 
confusion existed as to what the generic units should be and authors placed 
species in various genera for reasons often no longer apparent. During 
this period two type selections involving originally included species were 
made for Centris, as follows :— 


(i) Apis dimidiata Fabricius, 1793 (Ent. syst. 2 : 316), selected by Blanchard, 
1840, Histoire Naturelle des Insectes, 3 : 405. 


(ii) Apis hirtipes Fabricius, 1793 (Ent. syst. 2 : 315) (a junior subjective 
synonym of Apis rustica Olivier, 1789, Ency. méth. 4 (Ins.) : 64) 
designated by Blanchard, 1849, in Cuvier, Régne Animal (Ed. 3), 
insectes, 2 (texte) : 217; atlas : pl. 128 bis, fig. 7. 


3. Apis dimidiata Fabricius, the valid type species of Centris Fabricius 
does not belong to that genus as currently understood but is the type species 
of the genus now usually known by the name Eulaema Le Peletier, 1841 
(through selection by Taschenberg, 1883, Berl. ent. Z. 27 : 85). 


4. Le Peletier, in 1841 (Histoire Naturelle des Insectes, Hyménoptéres 2: 11), 
described the genus Eulaema for Apis dimidiata Fabricius and its allies, a 
group of apine bees, and used the name Centris for a group of anthophorine 
bees similar to Apis haemorrhoidalis Fabricius, 1775 (Syst. Ent. : 386). 
Le Peletier was followed in this procedure by most subsequent bee students, as 
shown by the following partial list of major works : Smith, 1854, Catalogue 
of Hymenopterous Insects in the Collection of the British Museum, part II, 
Apidae ; Dalla Torre, 1896, Catalogus Hymenopterorum, vol. X, Apidae ; 
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Friese, 1900, ‘“‘ Monographie der Bienengattung Centris”, Amn. K. K. 
Naturhist. Hofmus. |Wien], 15 : 237-350. Shorter works by many authors, 
including Alfken, Cockerell, Cresson, Cameron, Cheesman, Friese, Lutz, 
Moure, and Schwarz follow the same usage for the generic names Centris 
and Eulaema, even though the first validly selected type species of Centris 
is a species of Eulaema. 


5. Schrottky (1905, Z. syst. Hymenopterologie Dipterologie 5 : 23-26; 
1905, An. Cien. Paraguayos (1) (No. 4) : 13; 1909, Proc. ent. Soc. Wash. 
11 : 160; and 1914, Deuts. ent. Z. 1914 : 220) pointed out that Centris should 
be applied to a group of apine bees (usually called Eulaema) and used the 
name Hemisia Klug, 1807, to replace the name Centris of authors for the 
anthophorine genus. In this Schrottky followed Spinola (1851, in Historia 
Fisica y Politica de Chile, Fauna 6 : 167). Based upon the type designations, 
this procedure is entirely correct but Schrottky’s argument that the Fabrician 
description of Centris applies better to the apine than to the anthophorine 
group is incorrect, as was pointed out by Cockerell, in Lutz and Cockerell 
(1920, Bull. Amer. Mus. nat. Hist. 42 : 549). 


6. The only authors to follow Schrottky in the use of the generic names 
Hemisia Klug (type species: Apis haemorrhoidalis Fabricius, 1775, by 
designation of Cockerell, 1906, Trans. Amer. ent. Soc. 32 : 105) and Centris 
Fabricius (type species : Apis dimidiata Fabricius, 1793) are Sandhouse (1943, 
Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. 92 : 557) and Michener (1944, Bull. Amer. Mus. nat. 
Hist. 82 : 186; 1951, J. Kansas Ent. Soc. 24 : 1). 


7. In the genus usually known as Centris (= Hemisia), a survey of my card 
file (known to be incomplete, yet fully representative) shows that 233 names 
were proposed under the name Centris, 18 under the name Hemisia, and some, 
of course under other generic names. In the genus usually known as 
Eulaema (=Centris with type species dimidiata), none of the forms were 
described under the name Centris. 


8. It is obvious that transfer of the generic name Centris from the antho- 
phorine genus to the apine genus would cause much more confusion than 
uniformity, even though under the Rules it is the nomenclatorially correct 
procedure. It is therefore requested that the Commission use its Plenary 
Powers to set aside all type selections hitherto made for the genus Centris 
Fabricius, 1804, and, having done so, designate Apis haemorrhoidalis Fabricius, 
1775, as type species of this genus. This procedure will conserve both the 
name Centris and the name Eulaema in their traditional senses. It gives 
Centris Fabricius and Hemisia Klug the same type species, which is desirable 
in view of the long recognized synonymy of these names, dating formally 

- from Dalla Torre (1896) and recognized at the subgeneric level by recent 
authors. Furthermore, it makes use of an originally included species as 
the type species of Centris Fabricius. 


9. The solution recommended involves the addition to the Official List of | 
Generic Names in Zoology both of the generic name Centris Fabricius and of — 
the name Eulaema Le Peletier. In connection with this latter name another 
problem arises which calls for action by the Commission under its Plenary 
Powers, for the name Apis dimidiata Fabricius, 1793, the name of the type 
species of the latter genus is a junior homonym of two older identical names : 
Apis dimidiata Olivier, 1789 (Ency. méth. 4 (Ins.) : 64) and Apis dimidiata 
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Gmelin (J.F.), [1790] (im Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(5) : 2780). So far 
as I have been able to learn, neither of these names has ever been referred to 
in the literature (except for catalogue references, like Dalla Torre, 1896), since 
the dates on which each was respectively first published. Certainly neither of 
these names is in accepted usage. I would therefore strongly urge that these 
names be suppressed under the Plenary Powers and the name dimidiata 
Fabricius, 1793, thereby validated. In the case of the earlier of these names, 
the action now recommended is particularly important quite apart from the 
need for validating the name dimidiata Fabricius, for judging by the description 
the species described by Olivier is probably a species of the genus Centris. It 
would be confusing in the extreme to have different species with, at one time or 
another, the same specific name (dimidiata) in two genera which have both 
gone under the name Centris at one time or another. To make matters worse, 
dimidiata Olivier and dimidiata Fabricius were from the same region, Cayenne. 


10. The genus Centris Fabricius is currently accepted as the type genus of a 
tribe CENTRIDINI. This name was originally published by Cockerell (T.D.A.) 
& Cockerell (W.P.) in 1901 (Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (7) 7 : 47) in the defective 
form CENTRINI. This Invalid Original Spelling was corrected to CENTRIDINI 
by Moure in 1945 (Rev. Ent., R. de J. 16 : 293). In a subsequent personal 
communication Moure has informed me that he made this correction because 
the name Centris is probably based on the Greek word «kevtpis, genitive 
Kevtptoos. This word was also used in Latin with the genitive “‘ Centridis ”’. 
The stem of this word is thus clearly ‘‘ Centrid- ’’, and the tribal name should 
therefore be CENTRIDINI. The name in its corrected form should now be placed 
on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology, while the spelling 
CENTRINI should be placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid 
Family-Group Names in Zoology. Yo this Index should also now be 
added the name HEMISIINI Michener, 1944 (Bull. amer. Mus. nat. Hist. 
82 : 286), for under the proposals now submitted the name of its type genus 
(Hemisia) will become a junior objective synonym of Centris (paragraph 8 
above), the names CENTRIDINI and HEMISIINI thus becoming objective synonyms 
of one another, the former, as the older name, taking priority. 


11. For the reasons set out above the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature is asked :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers :— 


(a) to set aside all selections of type species for the genus Centris 
Fabricius, 1804, made prior to the Ruling now asked for and, 
having done so, to designate the nominal species Apis 
haemorrhoidalis Fabricius, 1775, to be the type species of the 
above genus ; 


(b) to suppress the under-mentioned specific names for the purposes 
both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy :— 


(i) dimidiata Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination 
Apis dimidiata ; 


(ii) dimidiata Gmelin (J.F.), [1790], as published in the 
combination Apis dimidiata ; 


398 OPINIONS AND DECLARATIONS 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Centris Fabricius, 1804 (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
designation under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above: Apis 
haemorrhoidalis Fabricius, 1775) ; 


(b) Eulaema Le Peletier, 1841 (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
selection by Taschenberg (1883): Apis dimidiata Fabricius, 
1793, as validated under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above) ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) haemorrhoidalis Fabricius, 1775, as published in the combination 
Apis haemorrhoidalis (specific name of type species of Centris 
Fabricius, 1804) ; 


(b) dimidiata Fabricius, 1793, as published in the combination Apis 
dimidiata, as validated under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) 
above (specific name of type species of Eulaema Le Peletier, 
1841) ; 


(c) rustica Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination Apis 
rustica ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology :— 


Hemisia Klug, 1807 (a junior objective synonym of Centris 
Fabricius, 1804, as defined under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) 
above) ; 


(5) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) dimidiata Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination Apis 
dimidiata, and as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b)@) above ; 


(b) dimidiata Gmelin (J.F.), [1790], as published in the combination 
Apis dimidiata, and as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in 
(1)(b)Gi) above ; 


(6) to place the under-mentioned family-group name on the Official List 
of Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


CENTRIDINI (correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T.D.A.) & 
Cockerell (W.P.), 1901 (type genus: Centris Fabricius, 1804) 
(first published in correct form as CENTRIDINI by Moure (J.) 
(1945)) ; 


(7) to place the under-mentioned family-group names on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology :— 


(a) CENTRINI Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell (W.P.), 1901 (an Invalid 
Original Spelling for CENTRIDINI) ; 
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(b) HEMIsUNI Michener (C.D.), 1944 (type genus: Hemisia Klug, 
1807) (invalid because under the Ruling under the Plenary 
Powers asked for in (1)(a) above the species which is the type 
species of Hemisia Klug, 1807, will become also the type species 
of Centris Fabricius, 1775, and in consequence the generic name 
Hemisia Klug, 1807, will become a junior objective synonym of 
Centris Fabricius, 1775, and the family-group name HEMISIINI 
Michener, 1944, will become a junior objective synonym of 
CENTRIDINI (correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T.D.A.) & 
Cockerell (W.P.), 1901). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the receipt of Professor 
Michener’s preliminary communication, the question of the possible use of the 
Plenary Powers for the purpose of designating a type species consistent with 
current practice for the genus Centris Fabricius was allotted the Registered 
Number Z.N.(S.)770. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 25th June 1957 and was published on 30th September of the 
same year in Part 9 of Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
(Michener (C.D.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 13 : 287-291). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 30th September 1957 (a) in Part 9 of Volume 13 of the 
Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Professor Michener’s 
application was published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. 
In addition, such Notice was given also to four general zoological serial 
publications and to seven entomological serials in Europe and America. 


5. No Objection Received : No objection to the action proposed in the 
present case was received from any source. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


6. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)12 : On 3rd April 1958, a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)12) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “‘ the proposal relating to the generic name Centris 
Fabricius, 1804 (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), as set out in Points (1) to 
(7) in paragraph 11 on pages 290 to 291 in Volume 13 of the Bulletin of Zoological 
Nomenclature” [i.e. in the Points numbered as above in paragraph 11 of the 
paper reproduced in the first paragraph of the present Opinion]. 


7. The Prescribed Voting Period : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 3rd July 
1958. 
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8. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)12 : At the close of the 
Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)12 
was as follows :— 


(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty (20) Commissioners 
(arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Prantl ; Hering ; Vokes ; Lemche ; Boschma ; Bodenheimer ; 
Dymond ; Mayr; Key; do Amaral; Sylvester-Bradley ; Bradley 
(J.C.) ; Hemming ; Stoll; Kiihnelt ; Cabrera ; Tortonese ; Jaczewski ; 
Riley ; 

(b) Negative Votes, one (1): 
Mertens ; 


(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1): 
Miller ; 


(d) Voting Papers not returned, two (2) : 
Bonnet ; Hanko. 


9. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 4th July 1958, Mr. Hemming, Secretary 
to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the Vote 
taken on Voting Paper V.P.(58)12, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were 
as set out in paragraph 8 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the 
foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision so taken 
was the decision of the International Commission in the matter aforesaid. 


10. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘‘ Opinion ”’ : On 7th July 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)12. 


11. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


Centris Fabricius (J.C.), 1804, Syst. Piezat. : 354 
dimidiata, Apis, Olivier, 1789, Ency. méth. 4 (Ins.) : 64 
dimidiata, Apis Gmelin (J.F.), [1790], in Linnaeus, Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1(5) : 2780 
dimidiata, Apis, Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, Ent. syst. 2 : 316 
seit Le Peletier, 1841, in Sonnini’s Suite 4 Buffon, Hist. nat. Ins., Hym. 
haemorrhoidalis, Apis, Fabricius (J.C.), 1775, Syst. Ent. : 386 
Hemisia Klug, 1807, Mag. f. Insektenk. (Illiger) 6 : 213, 227 
rustica, Apis, Olivier, 1789, Ency. méth. 4 (Ins.) : 64 

12. Reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus : The 
following is the reference for the selection of a type species for a nominal genus 


specified in the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Eulaema Le Peletier, 1841 Taschenberg, 1883, Berl. ent. Z. 
2 285 
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13. Original References for Family-Group Names: The following are the 
original references for the family-group names placed by the Ruling given in 
the present Opinion on the Official List or, as the case may be, on the Official 
Index of names for taxa of the family-group category :— 


CENTRIDINI (correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell (W.P.), 
1901, Ann. Mag. nat. Hist. (7) 7 : 47 


CENTRINI Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell (W.P.), 1901 (an Invalid Original 
Spelling for CENTRIDINI) 


HEMISIINI Michener (C.D.), 1944, Bull. amer. Mus. nat. Hist. 82 : 286 


14. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomencla- 
ture in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
_ hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


15. ‘‘ Opinion’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-Seven (567) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Seventh day of July, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 
Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 
FRANCIS HEMMING 
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PROTECTION UNDER THE PLENARY POWERS OF THE SPECIFIC 
NAME ‘*‘ OBTUSA”’? MONTAGU, 1803, AS PUBLISHED IN THE 
COMBINATION ‘* BULLA OBTUSA”’ (CLASS GASTROPODA) 


RULING :—(1) Under the Plenary Powers the under-mentioned specific 
names are hereby suppressed for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not 
for those of the Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) alba Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Voluta alba ; 


(b) regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla 
regulbiensis. 


(2) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 1371 :— 


Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827 (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
selection by Iredale (T.) (1915) : Bulla obtusa Montagu, 1803) 


(3) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers severally specified 
below :— 


(a) obtusa Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination Bulla obtusa 
(specific name of type species of Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827) 
(Name No. 1666) ; 


(b) alba Brown (Captain T.), 1827, as published in the combination Volvaria 
alba (Name No. 1667). 


(4) The under-mentioned generic name is hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name No. 
1282 :— 


Utriculus Brown (Captain T.), [1844] (a junior homonym of Urtriculus 
Schumacher, 1817, and (through the type selection made by Lemche (H.) 
(1957)) a junior objective synonym of Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827). 


(5) The under-mentioned specific names are hereby placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
severally specified below :— 


(a) alba Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Voluta alba, 
as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(a) above (Name No. 
596) ; 


(b) regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla 
regulbiensis, as suppressed under the Plenary Powers in (1)(b) above 
(Name No. 597). 


(6) The under-mentioned family-group name is hereby placed on the Official 
List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with the Name No. 273 :— 


RETUSIDAE Thiele, 1931 (type genus : Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827). 
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I. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE 


In the summer of 1948, Dr. Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske 
Museum, Copenhagen) drew attention to the fact that the specific name obtusa 
Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination Bulla obtusa, the long-established 
name for a well-known and common European Tectibranch, was a junior 
subjective synonym of two long-forgotten names of older date and under the 
normal operation of the Rég/es ought to be replaced by the older of these names. 
In Dr. Lemche’s opinion there were, however, strong reasons against a dis- 
turbance in nomenclatorial practice in this way, and he considered that this 
was a case where the proper course would be for the Commission to invoke 
its Plenary Powers in the interest of nomenclatorial stability. Various cir- 
cumstances made it impossible for a considerable time to arrange for the 
preparation of a formal application to the Commission for the grant of protection 
under its Plenary Powers to the specific name obtusa Montagu. However, in 
due course the difficulties encountered were overcome, and on 22nd November 
1956, Dr. Lemche submitted to the Commission the following application :— 


Proposed use of the Plenary Powers to secure that the specific name ‘‘ obtusa ”’ 
Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination ‘‘ Bulla obtusa ”’, 
shall be the oldest available name for the species currently 
known by that name (Class Gastropoda, Order 
Tectibranchiata) 


By HENNING LEMCHE 
(Universitetets Zoologische Museum, Copenhagen) 


The purpose of the present application is to ask the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature to use its Plenary Powers to secure 
that the specific name obtusa Montagu, 1803 (Testacea brit. : 223), as published 
in the combination Bulla obtusa, shall be the oldest available name for the - 
species currently known by that name. The species concerned is a common 
European Tectibranch which has been known by the name obtusa Montagu 
for over a hundred and fifty years. It would be very undesirable that this — 
practice should be overthrown by the resurrection of some long-forgotten 
name of older date. In the present case the end desired will require the 
suppression by the Commission under its Plenary Powers of two older 
subjective synonyms. These names are (a) alba Kanmacher (F.), 1788 (in 
Adams (G.), Essays Microscope (Ed. 2) : 639, pl. 14, fig. 27), as published 
in the combination Voluta alba ; (b) regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798 (ibid : 640, 
pl. 14, fig. 28), as published in the combination Bulla regulbiensis. 


2. The uninterrupted use of the specific name obtusa Montagu was first 
challenged in 1915 (Proc. malac. Soc. Lond. 11 : 300-301), in a paper by 
Iredale, the relevant portion of which reads as follows :— 


Montagu, when he introduced his Bulla obtusa, recorded as synonyms 
* B. regulbiensis, Turt, Lin. v. p. 351. Adams Micr. 14, fig. 28°’. Upon 
comparison I rejected this determination, the figure quoted seeming 
indeterminable. Montagu later, in the Suppl., 1808, p. 101, noted that 
Walker erroneously sent him Bulla obtusa under the name of Voluta alba. 
Referring to Walker I found a good figure there given, and can only conclude 
Montagu has confused the two names regulbiensis and alba. For, while 
the former, which Montagu recorded as his obtusa, is not that species, the 
latter, which Montagu denied, is undoubtedly this shell. I am not alone - 
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in this identification, as Forbes & Hanley, without doubt, quote Walker’s 
figure 61 for Montagu’s species. Walker’s book, the correct quotation 
for which is Boys & Walker, Test min. rar., 1784, is non-binominal?, 
but in the second edition of the Essays on the Microscope by G. Adams, 
Kanmacher added a chapter on minute shells, and stated that the correct 
names had been given him by Jacobs. A plate is given, and the figures 
are copies of those provided by Boys & Walker. There, on pl. XIV, fig. 27, 
appears a copy of their fig. 61, and in the text, p. 639, it is named Voluta 
alba. This is followed by Bulla regulbiensis, so even if it were concluded 
that these were the same, the former has priority. 


The correct name for the type of Retusa, then, is Voluta alba Kanmacher, 
Essays Microsc. (G. Adams) 2nd edit. p. 639, pl. XIV, fig. 27, 1798 (ex Jacobs 
MS.). 


3. I am in general agreement with the analysis of the facts as set out in 
the passage from Iredale’s paper quoted in the preceding paragraph but I 
disagree completely with his conclusion that because of those facts the well- 
known name obtusa Montagu should be discarded in synonymy in favour of 
the unknown and confusing name alba Kanmacher. There are exceedingly 
strong grounds on the basis of usage against the adoption of such a course. 
Before discussing these, however, it will be well to take note of two special 
considerations peculiar to the present case which, quite apart from the question 
of usage, would lay the adoption of the name alba Kanmacher open to the 
strongest objection. These are explained in the immediately following 
paragraphs. 


4. The problems involved in the interpretation of the nominal species 
Voluta alba Kanmacher, 1798, and Voluta regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798, are 
extremely difficult and, while, as explained above, I believe that Iredale’s 
treatment of these nominal species is correct, the difficulties involved are 
such that there must always be some doubt as to the correctness of the 
arguments on which these identifications are based. The adoption of either 
of these names for so well-known and so common a species as obtusa Montagu 
would therefore be especially objectionable, as it could not be expected to 
secure a stable and generally accepted name for that species. 


5. The adoption of the name a/ba Kanmacher in place of obtusa Montagu 
would give rise to most serious confusion by reason of the fact that there is a 
common and well-known species bearing the same name which occurs in the 
same area and which belongs to a genus (Cylichna Lovén, 1846, Ofvers. K. 
Vetens. Akad. Forhandl., Stockholm 3 (No. 5) : 142) the members of which 
cannot be separated by their shells from the species belonging to the genus 
(Retusa Brown) of which obtusa Montagu is the type species (paragraph 8 
below). It is not necessary to stress the intolerable confusion which would 
be inevitable if in each of these superficially inseparable genera there was a 
species bearing the name alba as its valid specific name. The species of 
Cylichna here in question is Cylichna alba (Brown (Captain T.), 1827) (= 
Volvaria alba Brown (Captain T.), 1827, T/l. rec. Conch. Gt. Brit. Ireland : pl. 
38). As already noted, this is a well-known species and as the name alba 
Brown is the oldest available specific name for it, that name should now be 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. 


1An application in regard to the status to be accorded to this work was subsequently 
submitted by Dr. Lemche. This application led to the rejection by the Commission of 
this work for nomenclatorial purposes by the Ruling given in Opinion 558 (1959, Ops. 
Decls. int. Comm. zool. Nomencl. 20 : 277-282). 
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6. It is necessary now to consider the question of the relative usage in the © 
literature of the specific names obtusa Montagu and alba Kanmacher — 
respectively. Full particulars under this head are given in a paper by myself 
entitled “‘ Northern and Arctic Tectibranch Gastropods I. The Larval Shell ; 
II A Revision of the Cephalospid Species’ published in 1948 (K. dansk 
vidensk. Selsk., Biol. Skr. 5 (No. 3) : 84-85). It will be seen from the 
particulars there given that of the 96 papers listed the name obtusa was used 
in 89 and the name alba in only seven. Further in the forty years which 
have elapsed since the publication of Iredale’s paper only four authors have 
followed him in rejecting the name obtusa Montagu in favour of alba Kan- 
macher. The name regulbiensis Kanmacher has not been used in place of 
obtusa Montagu by any author, either before or since the publication of 
Iredale’s paper, having indeed made only two appearances in the whole 
literature (1827 and 1848 respectively), on each of these occasions having 
been used in a sense different from that of Kanmacher. On the ground of 
usage the case for preserving the name obtusa Montagu is therefore over- 
whelming. I accordingly recommend that this end be secured by the 
suppression by the Commission under its Plenary Powers of the specific 
names alba Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Voluta alba, 
and regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla 
regulbiensis. 


7. Having now examined the problems involved at the specific-name level 
in the present case it is necessary to turn to the problems requiring attention 
at the generic-name and family-group-name levels. 


8. The oldest available name for the genus containing the nominal species 
Bulla obtusa Montagu is Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827, Ill. rec. Conch. 
Gt. Brit. Ireland : pl. 38). Three nominal species were then placed in this 
genus by Brown, namely, two new nominal species (Retusa plicata and 
Retusa discors) and Bulla obtusa Montagu. The two nominal species intro- 
duced by Brown when establishing his genus Refusa are evidently either the 
fry of, or individual variations of, Bulla obtusa Montagu and this view has 
been accepted by all authors subsequent to Brown who have examined this 
question. From the taxonomic point of view the genus Retusa Brown has 
thus been effectively monotypical from the time of its original establishment. 
The first author formally to select one of the originally included species to 
be the type species of Retusa Brown was Iredale who in 1915 (Proc. malac. Soc. 
Lond. 11 : 300) so selected Bulla obtusa Montagu. (It may be noted at this 
point that in 1893 (in Tryon, Man. Conch. 15 : 294) Pilsbry selected Bulla 
truncatella Bruguiére, [1792] (Ency. méth,. Vers 1(2) : 377) to be the type 
species of Retusa Brown but that, as this was not one of the nominal species 
originally included in that genus, that selection is invalid.) In [1844] (Zl. 
rec. Conch. Gt. Brit. Ireland (ed. 2) : 58, pl. XTX) Brown rejected both his 
name Retusa and his name Diaphana, referring the species which he had 
originally placed in those genera to a new nominal genus to which he gave 
the name Utriculus. This name was later used by a few authors in place of 
Retusa but it does not appear that anyone has ever formally selected a type 
species for this genus. ‘This is no doubt because of the fact that it was early 
realised that Utriculus Brown, [1844], was invalid as being a junior homonym — 
of Utriculus Schumacher, 1817 (Essai Vers test. : 62, 203). In order, however, 
to assign a definite place in the literature to the name Utriculus Brown, I now 
select Bulla obtusa Montagu, 1803, from among the originally included 
nominal species to be the type species of Utriculus Brown, thereby making 
that generic name a junior objective synonym of Retusa Brown, 1827. 
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9. In view of the close superficial similarity between species of the genus 
Retusa Brown and those of the genus Cylichna Lovén (paragraph 5 above) 
it is desirable that the present opportunity should be taken to place the latter 
name as well as the name Retusa Brown on the Official List of Generic Names 
in Zoology. The type species of Cylichna Lovén is Bulla cylindracea Pennant, 
1777 (Brit. Zool. (ed. 4) 4 : 100, 117) by selection by Wickworth (R), 1932 
(J. Conch. 19 : 232). The specific name of the type species of this genus is 
the oldest available name for the species concerned and should therefore now 
be placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. 


10. The genus Retusa Brown is the type species of the currently accepted 
family RETUSIDAE. This family-group name, which was originally published 
in the correct form by Thiele in 1931 (Handb. syst. Weichthier-k 1 : 189), 
should now be placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology. 


11. For the reasons set out in the present application, I now ask the 
International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature :— 


(1) to use its Plenary Powers to suppress the under-mentioned specific 
names for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of 
the Law of Homonymy :— 


(a) alba Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Voluta 
alba ; 


(b) regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination 
Bulla regulbiensis ; 


(2) to place the under-mentioned generic names on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology :— 


(a) Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827 (gender: feminine) (type 
species, by selection by Iredale (1915) : Bulla obtusa Montagu, 
1803) ; 


(b) Cylichna Lovén, 1846 (gender: feminine) (type species, by 
selection by Winckworth (R.) (1932): Bulla cylindracea 
Pennant, 1777) ; 


(3) to place the under-mentioned specific names on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology :— 


(a) obtusa Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination Bulla 
obtusa (specific name of type species of Retusa Brown (Captain 
PY 1827): 


(b) cylindracea Pennant, 1777, as published in the combination Bulla 
cylindracea (specific name of type species of Cylichna Lovén, 
1846) ; 


(c) alba Brown (Captain T.), 1827, as published in the combination 
Volvaria alba ; 


(4) to place the under-mentioned generic name on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology: Utriculus Brown 
(Captain T.), [1844] (a junior homonym of Uftriculus Schumacher, 
1817, and a junior objective synonym of Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 
1827) ; 


(5) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in 
Zoology the two specific names specified in (1) above as there proposed 
to be suppressed under the Plenary Powers ; 
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(6) to place the following family-group name on the Official List of 
Family-Group Names in Zoology : RETUSIDAE Thiele, 1931 (type 
genus: Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827). 


Il. THE SUBSEQUENT HISTORY OF THE CASE 


2. Registration of the present application : Upon the difficulties arising in 
connection with the specific name obtusa Montagu, 1803, as published in the 
combination Bulla obtusa, being brought to light, the problem so disclosed was 
allotted the Registered Number Z.N.(S.) 379. 


3. Publication of the present application : The present application was sent 
to the printer on 5th December 1956 and was published on 26th August 1957 
in Part 12 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature (Lemche 
(H.), 1957, Bull. zool. Nomencl. 12 : 323-327). 


4. Issue of Public Notices : Under the revised procedure prescribed by the 
Thirteenth International Congress of Zoology, Paris, 1948 (1950, Bull. zool. 
Nomencl. 4 : 51-56), Public Notice of the possible use by the International 
Commission on Zoological Nomenclature of its Plenary Powers in the present 
case was given on 26th August 1957 (a) in Part 12 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin 
of Zoological Nomenclature (the Part in which Dr. Lemche’s application was 
published) and (b) to the other prescribed serial publications. In addition, such 
Notice was given also to four general zoological serial publications and to one 
specialist serial. 


5. Emergence of certain difficulties in connection with the generic name 
‘* Cylichna ’’ Lovén, 1846 : In a communication dated 26th September 1957, 
Dr. Joshua L. Baily, Jr. (San Diego, California, U.S.A.), after stating that he 
wished “‘to go on record as approving and supporting this application in 
principle’’, said that, in his opinion, the case of the generic name Cylichna 
Lovén, 1846, the second of the two generic names which entered into this case 
was more complex than had previously appeared. On being consulted by the 
Office of the Commission, Dr. Lemche agreed that there were matters affecting 
the above generic name which required further investigation, expressed the 
view that the best course would be to detach this question from the main part 
of the present case, namely that concerned with the protection of the specific 
name obtusa Montagu, and offered himself to submit a detailed application on 
the Cylichna question at a later date (correspondence ending 27th March 1958). 


6. No objection received in regard to the proposals relating to the name 
‘* obtusa ’? Montagu, 1803 : So far as the proposals submitted in regard to the 
specific name obtusa Montagu, 1803 (Bulla), were concerned no objection was 
received from any source. 


7. Withdrawal in March 1958 of the ‘‘ Cylichna ’”’ problem from the scope 
of the present application : On 29th March 1958, Mr. Hemming as Secretary, 
executed a Minute directing that the problems associated with the generic name 
Cylichna Lovén be detached from the present application for further examina- 
tion of the issues involved. At the same time the documents relating to the 
foregoing matter were re-registered under the Number Z.N.(S.) 1342. 


8. Submission to the Commission by the Secretary of a Report on the pro- 
cedure proposed to be adopted in the present case : On Ist April 1958, Mr. Hemming 
prepared for the information of the Commission a brief Report on the action 
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which he had taken for dealing with the situation created by the discovery of 
certain unexpected difficulties in connection with the generic name Cylichna 
Lovén, 1846. At the same time Mr. Hemming gave directions that the Report 
so prepared be annexed as Note 3 to the Voting Paper to be issued in the present 
case. The Report thus submitted by Mr. Hemming was as follows :— 


3. A proposed partial postponement : Certain additional problems have 
come to light in connection with the generic name Cylichna Lovén, 1846, 
which require examination. On the suggestion of the applicant this part 
of the present case, which is quite self-contained, has been temporarily 
withdrawn but will be resubmitted as soon as the necessary investigations, 
now in hand, have been completed. The proposals so withdrawn are those 
numbered (2)(b) [proposed addition of Cylichna Lovén to the Official List} 
and (3)(b) [proposed addition of the specific name of the type species of 
Cylichna Lovén to the Official List| in paragraph 11 of the application 
submitted. 


Ill. THE DECISION TAKEN BY THE INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION ON ZOOLOGICAL NOMENCLATURE 


9. Issue of Voting Paper V.P.(58)13 : On 3rd April 1958 a Voting Paper 
(V.P.(58)13) was issued in which the Members of the Commission were invited 
to vote either for, or against, “the proposal relating to the specific name 
obtusa Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination Bulla obtusa (Class 
Gastropoda), and associated names, as set out in Points (1) to (6) in paragraph 11 
on pages 326 and 327 of Volume 12 of the Bulletin of Zoological Nomenclature 
[i.e. the Points numbered as above in paragraph 11 of the paper reproduced in 
the first paragraph of the present Opinion], subject to the deletion therefrom 
of the portions specified in Note 3 overleaf’’ [the text of which has been re- 
produced in paragraph 8 above]. 


10. The Prescribed Voting Period. : As the foregoing Voting Paper was issued 
under the Three-Month Rule, the Prescribed Voting Period closed on 3rd July, 
1958. 


11. Particulars of the Voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)13 : At the close of 
the Prescribed Voting Period, the state of the voting on Voting Paper V.P.(58)13 
was as follows :— 

(a) Affirmative Votes had been given by the following twenty-one (21) Com- 
missioners (arranged in the order in which Votes were received) : 
Holthuis ; Prantl ; Hering ; Vokes ; Lemche ; Boschma ; Bodenheimer ; 
Dymond ; Mayr ; Mertens ; do Amaral ; Sylvester-Bradley ; Bradley 
(J.C.); Hemming; Key; Stoll; Kihnelt ; Jaczewski; Cabrera ; 
Tortonese ; Riley ; 

(b) Negative Votes : 

None ; 

(c) On Leave of Absence, one (1) : 
Miller ; 

(d) Voting Papers not returned, two (2) : 
Bonnet ; Hanko. 


12. Declaration of Result of Vote : On 4th July 1958, Mr. Hemming, Secretary 
to the International Commission, acting as Returning Officer for the Vote taken 
on Voting Paper V.P.(58)13, signed a Certificate that the Votes cast were as set 
out in paragraph 11 above and declaring that the proposal submitted in the 
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foregoing Voting Paper had been duly adopted and that the decision so taken 
was the decision of the International Commission in the matter aforesaid. 


13. Preparation of the Ruling given in the present ‘* Opinion ”’ : On 8th July 
1958, Mr. Hemming prepared the Ruling given in the present Opinion and at 
the same time signed a Certificate that the terms of that Ruling were in complete 
accord with those of the proposal approved by the International Commission 
in its Vote on Voting Paper V.P.(58)13. 


14. Original References for Generic and Specific Names : The following are 
the original references for the generic and specific names placed on Official 
Lists and Official Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


alba, Voluta, Kanmacher, 1798, in Adams (G.), Essays Microsc. (ed. 2) : 639, 
pl. 14, fig. 27 

alba, Volvaria, Brown (Captain T.), 1827, Ill. rec. Conch. Gt. Brit. Ireland : pl. 38, 
fig. 43 

obtusa, Bulla, Montagu, 1803, Test. brit. : 223 

regulbiensis, Bulla, Kanmacher, 1798, in Adams (G.), Essays Microsc. (ed. 2) : 
640, pl. 14, fig. 28 

Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827, III. rec. Conch. Gt. Brit. Ireland : pl. 38 

Utriculus Brown (Captain T.), [1844], ZI. rec. Conch. Gt. Brit. Ireland (ed. 2) : 58, 
pl. XIX ; 


15. Selection of type species for nominal genera : The following are the 
references for the selection of type species for nominal genera specified in the 
Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


For Retusa Brown (Captain T.), Iredale (T.), 1915, Proc. malac. 
1827 Soc. Lond. 11 : 300 

For Utriculus Brown (Captain T.), Lemche (H.), 1957, Bull. zool. 
[1844] Nomencl. 12 : 326 


16. Original Reference for a Family-Group Name: The following is the 
original reference for the family-group name placed on the Official List by the 
Ruling given in the present Opinion :— 


RETUSIDAE Thiele, 1931, Handb. syst. Weichthier-k. 1 : 189 


17. Compliance with Prescribed Procedures : The prescribed procedures were 
duly complied with by the International Commission on Zoological Nomen- 
clature in dealing with the present case, and the present Opinion is accordingly 
hereby rendered in the name of the said International Commission by the 
under-signed Francis Hemming, Secretary to the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature, in virtue of all and every the powers conferred upon 
him in that behalf. 


18. ‘* Opinion ’? Number : The present Opinion shall be known as Opinion 
Five Hundred and Sixty-Eight (568) of the International Commission on 
Zoological Nomenclature. 


Done in London, this Eighth day of July, Nineteen Hundred and Fifty- 
Eight. 


Secretary to the International Commission 
on Zoological Nomenclature 
FRANCIS HEMMING 
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Corrigenda 


Paragraph 19, line 5: substitute ““hausmanni ’’ for hausmannii’’. 
Ruling (2)(b), last line : substitute “‘ 1762 ”’ for “ 1761 ”’. 
Ruling (5)(a), first line : substitute “‘ GLOBIGERINIDA”’ for ““ GLOBERINIDA’’. 


Ruling (2)(b), second line: substitute “Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca ”’ 
for ‘‘ Class Insecta, Order Diptera ’’. 
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Anodonte Fischer de Waldheim, 1823 (an Invalid Emendation of Anodonta Lamarck, 
1799), placed on the Official Index on peered and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1269 .. 


Anodontes Cuvier, 1817 (an Invalid Emendation of Anodonta Lamarck, 1799), placed 
on the Official Index of Beleced and Invalid Generic Names in n Zoology with Name 
No. 1268 . 


anonyma Lewis aS, 1872, as published in the combination Limenitis anonyma 
(Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 
placed on the Official Index os eee and Inyalid ee Names in or tee? 
with Name No. 585 .. 


Anopheles Meigen, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), all previous type selections 
for, set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Anopheles peeulnere eee 1818, 
designated to be the type species of Wwe Be 3 ae ; St 
gender of name 


placed on the Official ri of ce Nee in eee aaa Nae No. 1340 


ANOPHELINA Theobald, 1901 (an Invalid Original Spelling for ANOPHELINAE), placed 
on the Official Index of Boieced and Invalid pap araely (Gr CUD Names in ei ealeey, 
with Name No. 292 ne 


ANOPHELINAE (correction of ANOPHELINA) Theobald, 1901 (Class Insecta, Order 
Diptera), placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Heeey with Name 
No. 261, with Anopheles Meigen, 1818, as type genus 


Apterembia Ross, 1957 (Class Insecta, Order Embioptera), placed on the Official 
List of Generic ‘Names in Zoology with Name No. 1337, with Loree § cer bags 
Krauss, 1911, as type species : 


gender of name 2 ot aA oe : : a a a: 
Astacopsis Huxley, eT (Chass Crustacea, Order Decapoda), determination of 
gender of 
placed on the Official ites of Genel Nanee in olla with Nenwe No. 1359, 
with Astacus franklinii Gray (J.E.), 1845, as type species .. ; 
augustifrons Daiman, [1827], Asaphus (Class Trilobita), aes of, under the 
Plenary Powers, to be the type species of Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 ae 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1597 


bengalensis Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination Tipinens Benger ests 
(Class Reptilia), protection of, under the Plenary Powers .. Sti 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Noe No. 1600 


Bithys Hiibner, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), suppression of, under the 
Plenary Powers, for the Buenoses of the Law of PHO but not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index ae Rejected a Hehe Goren Gres in Zoology 
with Name No. 1234 : 


Boissonneaua Reichenbach, Wench 1854] (Cie nce eee on the ope List 
of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1343, with Trochilus Wives 
Loddiges, 1832, as type species : 


gender of name . 
Boissonneauana Giebel, 1877 (an Invalid Emendation of Boissonneaua Reichenbach, 


[March 1854)), placed on the Official Index 2 pees and Invalid Generic Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1260 : 
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Boissonneauxia Simon, 1897 (an Invalid Emendation of Boissonneaua Reichenbach, 
[March 1854)), placed on the Official Index 2 meceed and Invalid Generic Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1261 3 


Boys (W.) & Walker (G.), [1784], Testacea Minuta Rariora ... , London, ruled to be 
unavailable for nomenclatorial purposes 


addition of title of, to the Official Index of Rejected sy Teal Work in Tost 
Nomenclature with Title Number 62. ; 

brevipalpis Theobald, November 1901, as ohsnenlt in ine gumitasttion Toxee honchiien 

brevipalpis (Class Tnsecta, Order Diptera), Places on the Ofiess List on Speci 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1615 : 


bryani Whitehouse, 1926, as published in the combination forinee as aD nc (Class 
Cephalopoda, Order Ammonocidea), Beige on the eae List a ya Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1632 


bullata Miller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the combination Akera bullata (Chas 
Gastropoda), protection of, under the Plenary Powers 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Nunc No. 1598 


bulloides d’Orbigny, 1826, as published in the combination Globigerina bulloides 
(Class Rhizopoda), placed on the See ai List fe pie Names in Zool with 
Name No. 1624 .. 


Bythis Geyer, [1827-1831] (an Erroneous eas eile for ees Hubner, 
1818), placed on the Official Index a eee and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1236 .. 


Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), all previous 
type selections for, set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Ammonites navicularis 
Mantell, 1822, designated to be the type species of 


gender of name 
placed on the Official List of Condi Noes in Veotaes itty ieee No. 1352 


camilla Linnaeus, 1763, as published in the combination Papilio camilla (Class 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the aoe: List eh Speqilie Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1645 


camilla [Denis & Schiffermiller], 1775, as nubisaed in the combination Bee. 
camilla (a junior homonym of camilla Linnaeus, 1763, as published in the com- 
bination Papilio camilla), placed on the Official Index om RO and Invalid 
Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 586 si 


canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Bulla canaliculata 
(Class Gastropoda), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes 
of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy ae 
placed on the Official Index os leas and Invalid DE OnE Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 571 .. 


cantianus Spath, 1926, as ane in the combination Mantelliceras cantianus 
(Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), Sea on the aes: List oF Spee 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1637 


Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912 ies ae ga Order Decapoda) determination of 
gender of ug 


placed on the Official Lise of Goi Wenes in  Zeclaey Lath Nang Ne 1356, with 
Caridinopsis chevalieri Bouvier, 1912, as type species 


CENTRIDINI (correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell ee )2, ‘ 1901 
(Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), placed on the Official List of Family-Group 
Names in Zoology \ with Name No. 272, with Centris Fabricius pus (. ): 1804, as ae 
genus 
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CENTRINI Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell (W.P.), 1901 (an Invalid Original Spelling 
for CENTRIDINI), placed on the ge Index a pas and Invalid soa aac 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 303. i 


Centris Fabricius (J.C.), 1804 (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), all previous type 
selections for, set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Apis haemorrhoidalis 
Fabricius (J.C.), 1775, designated to be the type species of. . ; ae 


gender of name : 
placed on the Official List of Generic Names in Proaibey with Neate No. 1369 


Cephalomutilla André, (1908) (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), all previous 
type selections for, set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Ephuta (Traumato- 
mutilla) graciveps André, 1903, designated to be the type species of es 


gender of name 
placed on the Official List oe Generic Names in a ORIoay with Name No. 1334 


cercocyrta Krauss, 1911, as published in the combination Dictyoploca cercocyrta 
(Class Insecta, Order Embioptera), pled on the ee ei List of ee Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1610 


CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870 (Class Mammalia), suppression of, under the Plenary 
Powers, for the Eee of the Law of Poouty but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy ser 


placed on the Official Index of Rajected and Invalid Family-Group Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 288 Bs 


chevalieri Bouvier, 1912, as published in the combination Caridinopsis chevalieri 
(Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), placed o on the pica! List gf hag Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1639 


CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder (S.H.), (1889) (Class Insecta, Order Eepdepiery ruled 
to be based upon a misidentified type genus .. 


placed on the Official Index of Rejected and ena Family-Group Res in 
Zoology with Name No. 287 se 


Chrysophanus Hiibner, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), suppression of, 
under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of Poouly but not for those 
of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index os Rejected a ta eee Nave in Zoology 
with Name No. 1235 


claviger Meigen, 1804, as published in the combination Culex claviger ae Insecta, 
Order Diptera), placed on the pelea List Pe Sneeitie Names in B HCwey with 
Name No. 1614 .. 


colonorum Daudin, [1802], as published in the combination Agama colonorum (a 
junior objective synonym of agama Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combina- 
tion Lacerta agama), placed on the aoe e Index of poe and Invalid Sree 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 593. 


comanthi Borradaile, 1915, as published in the combination Pontoniopsis comanthi 
(Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), pad o on the inc S List eh posite Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1641 


communis Anslijn, 1826, as published in the combination Palaemon communis (Class 
Crustacea, Order Decapoda), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index an ore and Invalid eas Names in ee 
with Name No, 589 .. 
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Conchaecia Dana (J.D.), 1849 (Class Crustacea, Order Ostracoda), rejection of, 
under the Plenary Powers, as an Invalid Original Spelling for Conchoecia : 


placed on the Official Index a Betas and Invalid Generic Names in Fee 
with Name No. 1222 


Conchoecia, emendation to, of Conchaecia Dana ve D.), 1849 (Class Crustacea, Order 
Ostracoda), validation of, under the Plenary Powers, and designation, under the 
same Powers, of Conchoecia magna Claus, 1874, to be the type species of 


gender of name .. Gc 
placed on the Official Wie of Goon Ree in occas seth None No. 1323 


CONCHOECIDAE Sars, [1866] (an Invalid Original Spelling for CONCHOECHDAE), 
placed on the Official Index of BOE and Invalid Hers Group Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 283 : 


CONCHOECIDAE (correction of CONCHOECIDAE) Sars, [1866] (Class Crustacea, Order 
Ostracoda), placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with 
Name No. 253, with Conchoecia Dana (J.D.), 1849, as type genus (for use by any 
specialist who may consider this fay BEOUP name as gee a taxon 
distinct from HALOCYPRIDIDAE) ‘ ; Se ie ; 


Creophilus Samouelle, 1819 (Class Insecta, Order Coleoptera), placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1339, with pe © maxillosus 
Linnaeus, 1758, as type species 


gender of name 


cristata Meigen, 1826, as published in the combination Dexia cristata (Class Insecta, 
Order Diptera), placed on the es List of Specie Names in Begley with Name 
No. 1628 .. 


CYZICIDAE Seto 1910 ‘(Class ues Order Con heteae oy oie on We 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 265, with ae 
Audouin, 1837, as type genus ; 


Cyzicus Audouin, 1837 (Class Gama Order Coe ica on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1346, with Limnadia 
tetracera Krynicki, 1830, as type species : 


gender of name 


dahalacensis Riippell, 1837, as published in the combination Estheria dahalacensis 
(Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca), ped on the cs List a pate Names 
in Zoology with "Name No. 1627 


damesi Jimbo, 1894, as published in me Eoiibiaation Desmoceras dee (Class 
Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), ees on the One List OF Spree Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1630 


Damesites Matsumoto, 1942 (Class Cephalopoda, @uiee Ammonoides), valine of, 
under the Plenary Powers i is se ae 


gender of name 


placed on the Official Te of Ghee Nerey in a Beastlere nth Nae ive. 1349, ae 
Desmoceras damesi Jimbo, 1894, as type species 


dananus Hitchcock, 1845, as published in the combination pie: ae G 
junior objective synonym of sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, as published in the com- 
bination Ornithoidichnites sillimani), placed on the Official Index of ee 
and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 566 . 


diabolica Gerstaecker, 1874, as published in the combination Mutilla ‘aiaponee (Class 
Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), aes on the ee List oer Rie Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1608 
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Dictyoploca Krauss, [March] 1911 (Class Insecta, Order Embioptera), suppression 
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the BRnUOscs both ‘of the Law of anaes and 
of the Law of Homonymy ae : 
placed on the Official Index of Rejected eR Tinie GEeiic Warnes in Zoology 

with Name No. 1240 . 


Dictyoploca Jordan, [October] 1911 ae Insecta, Order -Lepidoptr), validation of, 
under the Plenary Powers ‘ 


gender of name 


placed on the Official List of Glia een in Fost nn Nate No. 1336, 
with Saturnia simla Westwood, 1847, as type species 


dimidiata Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination Apis dimidiata (Class 
Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for 
the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy.. 
placed on the Official Index ph eee and Invalid ore Names in precios y 
with Name No. 594 .. 


dimidiata Gmelin (J.F.), [1790], as published in the combination Apis dimidiata 
(Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for 
the purposes both of the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy. . 
placed on the Official Index 2 eee, and Invalid ees Names in oe, 
with Name No. 595 .. 


dimidiata Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, as published in the combination Apis dimidiata 
(Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), validation of, under the Plenary Powers .. 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1664 


donovani Gray (J.E.), 1847, as published in the combination Eucampe donovani (a 
junior objective synonym of bullata Miller (O.F.), 1776, as published in the com- 
bination Akera bullata), placed on the Official Index of i ea and Invalid 
Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 573 : 


dracaena Linnaeus, 1766, as published in the combination Lacerta dracaena Mae 
Reptilia), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the BuUpeRes of the Law 
of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 
placed on the Official Index a) eee and Invalid ee ones in Zoology 
with Name No. 575 .. 


elegans Rathke, 1837, as published in the combination Palaemon elegans (Class 
Crustacea, Order Decapoda), paved ° on the unas List a specie Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1653 . 


ENCRINURIDAE Angelin, 1854 (Class Trilobita), placed on the Giton List of Family- 
Group Names in eee with Name No. 255, with Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844, as 
type genus : 

Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 (Class ee. all previous type selections for, set 

aside under the Plenary Powers, and Entomostracites a Wahlenberg, 1821, 
designated to be the type species of ae ; Bes xt bye F 
gender of name 
placed on the Official List of Chace Wane in ne with Name No. 1328 


erythropterus, emendation to, of erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, Staphylinus (Class 
Insecta, Order Coleoptera), "validation of, under the Plenary Powers 
designation of, under the above Powers, to be the type species of Staphyliaus 
Linnaeus, 1758.. ae 
placed on the Official List of Seerae Nene in eae clowy saith Nene No. 1611 
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erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Staphylinus erytropterus 
(Class Insecta, Order Coleoptera), rejection of, under the moo: Powers, as an 
Invalid Original Spelling for erythropterus 


placed on the Official Index of ROrCIe and Invalid | Speci Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 577 .. 


Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1347, with Estheria 
imperatoriae Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830, as type species : : 


gender of name 


Estheria Riippell, 1837 (a junior homonym of Estheria Robineau- Desvoidy, 1830), 
placed on the Official Index a Ronee and Invalid Generic Names in eee 
with Name No. 1263... 


ESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for ESTHERIIDAE), 
placed on the Official Index of Benes and Invalid die? Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 296 .. 


ESTHERIDAE Claus, 1860 (invalid because name of type genus is invalid as a junior 
homonym of Estheria Robineau-Desvoidy, 1830), placed on the Official Index 
of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 297 


Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), placed on 
the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1354, with 
Ammonites pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 1896, as type species . 


gender of name 


Eucampe Gray (J.E.), 1847 (a junior objective synonym of Akera Miiller (O. JEL) 8 
1776), placed on the Official Index of paca and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1232 .. ak 


Eulaema Le Peletier, 1841 (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1370, with wee 
dimidiata Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, as type species 


gender of name 


ferrugalis Hiibner, 1796, as published in the combination Pyralis ferrugalis (Class 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the ped List Ree pega? Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1594 .. 


flavescens Loddiges, 1832, as published in the combination Trochilus flavescens 
(Class Aves), peg on the nk List ar BOeCNe Names in POE with Name 
No. 1621 .. 


franklinii Gray (J.E.), 1845, as published in the combination Astacus franklinii 
(Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), Pee on the Cicer List oy Specie Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1642 


Geoffroy (E.L.), 1767, Traité Sommaire des Coquilles, for German translation of, 
see Martini (F.H.W.) 


Globigenera Sowerby (G.B.), 1842 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for 
Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826), placed on the Official Index a wee and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1262 iA 
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Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826 (Class Rhizopoda), placed on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1344, with Cee er ay bulloides 
d’Orbigny, 1826, as type species . 5 


gender of name 


GLOBIGERINIDA Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862 (an Invalid Original Spelling for 
GLOBIGERINIDAE), placed on the Official Index of eae and Invalid pee 
Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 293 ate A on 


GLOBIGERINIDAE (correction of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862 
(Class Rhizopoda,) ruled, under the Plenary Powers, to take precedence over 
ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854 : 


placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Poe with Nims No. 263, 
with Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826, as type genus 


Glochidium Rathke, 1797 (Class Pelecypoda), suppression of, under the Plenary 
Powers, for the Dunne: of the Law of Erlonily but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy 


placed on the Official ee of Rejected se ‘Invalid Cane Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 1266 . 


“ Glochidium ”’, the term, to continue to be available to denote the parasitic larval 
stage of species of the genus Anodonta Lamarck, 1799 (Class Pelectypoda), not- 
withstanding the suppression, under the Plenary Powers, of the generic name 
Glochidium Rathke, 1797 ae ae : : me ae a8 


graviceps André, 1903, Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), 
designation of, under the ee Powers, to be the Pipe pas of eee kelone 
André, (1908)  .. aE 


placed on the Official List of Specific none in peste ey with Name No. 1606 


haemorrhoidalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1775, Apis (Class Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), 
designation of, under the Plenary Powers, to be the type es of Centris 
Fabricius (J.C. Ye 1804 4 


placed on the Official List of Specific iN iee in Wibloen with Name Me, 1663 . 


HALOCYPRIDAE Dana (J.D.), [1853] (an Invalid Original Spelling for HALOCYPRIDIDAE), 
placed on the Official Index of Ronee and Invalid Par GLOue Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 282 .. 


HALOCYPRIDIDAE (correction of HALOCYPRIDAE) Dana (J.D.), [1853] (Class 
Crustacea, Order Ostracoda), placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 252, with Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853], as type genus 


Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853] (Class Crustacea, Order Ostracoda), placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1324, with Conchaecia 
inflata Dana (J.D.), 1849, as type species : 


gender of name 
hausmanni Brongniart, 1822, Asaphus (Class Trilobita), designation of, under the 
Plenary Powers, to be the type species of Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1596 
Hellula Guénée, 1854 on Insecta, Order pepidayteta), peer of, under the 
Plenary Powers 
gender of name 


placed on the Official List of Gee eens in Zoology tl anne Nee 1326, 
with Phalaena undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as type species 
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Hemisia Klug, 1807 (a junior objective synonym of Centris Fabricius (J. C.), 1804), 
placed on the Official Index oi Reiceied and Invalid Generic Names in Poesy 
with Name No. 1281  ... 


HEMISIINI Michener C.D.), 1944 (a junior objective synonym of CENTRIDINI 
(correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell (W.P.), 1901), placed on 
the Official Index of Roce ae and Invalid PCIe Names in n Coa with 
Name No. 304 .. 


hispida Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta hispida (Class 
Reptilia), placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 
1656 ae a BC: Be os ap a a AC Re 


Hoplitoplacenticeras (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), validation of, under 
the Plenary Powers, as from Paulcke, 1906, and designation, under the same 
Powers, of Hoplites plasticus Paulcke, 1906, to be the type species of a 


gender of name oy 
placed on the Official List of Gare VASE in AEGIS its Name No. "1348 : 


iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, Turdus ss Ae validation, under the ue Powers, 
of neotype for f ; 


placed on the Official Tish of Specific Nes in Sehiieion sata Nowe No. 1622 . 


indica Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Mutilla indica (Class 
Insecta, Order Hymenoptera), See on the pe List Bee Speen Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1607 .. 


inflata Dana (J.D.), 1849, as published in the combination Conchaecia inflata (Class 
Crustacea, Order Ostracoda), placed on the ene! List oh Specie Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1591 bs ; 


innominata Lewis (W.A.), 1872, as published in the combination Neptis innominata 
(a junior objective synonym of Jucilla [Denis & Schiffermiuller], 1775, as published 
in the combination Papilio lucilla), placed on the Official Index of Roe and 
Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 587 Be 


Kotoceras Yabe, 1927 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), suppression of, 
under the Plenary Powers, for the RuDDe ss both of the Law of Pueaey and of 
the Law of Homonymy . ; 


placed on the Official Thales of Rejected nee Tia Gaietie Novis in Zoology 
with Name No. 1264 . 


Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934 (Class Copnalepeda: Order t Nau validation of, 
under the Plenary Powers 


gender of name 


placed on the Official te of Gace Nanos in eel with iNaine ip 1350, 
with Kotoceras typicum Kobayashi, 1934, as type species. ‘ 


Labeceras Spath, 1925 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), all previous type 
selections for, set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Labeceras bryani 
Whitehouse, 1926, designated to be the type species of ae a ce 


gender of name : #3 
placed on the Official Tish of Cs NER in eee witl Nene No. 135 14 
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LABECERATIDAE Spath, 1925 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), placed on 
the Official List of Family-Group Names in eed with Name No. 266, with 
Labeceras Spath, 1925, as type genus 


Leander Desmarest (E.), 1849 (Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1362, with Leander 
erraticus Desmarest (E.), 1849, as type species : 


gender of name 


Leechia Tutt, [1907] (a junior homonym of Leechia South, 1901), placed on the 
Official Index of caine and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology \ with Name No. 
1237 


leucophaeus Hiibner, 1818, as published in the combination Bithys leucophaeus 
(Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), pia on the mea List ots Buca Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1604 


Liptena Westwood, [1851] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), all previous type 
selections for, set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Liptena undularis Hewitson, 
[1866], designated to be the type species of .. a 


gender of name 
placed on the Official ake of Generic iNamiewt in Faglag HE Meme No. 1365 


LIPTENINAE ROber (J.), (1892) (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in eee with Name No. 270, with Pisa 
Westwood, [1851], as type genus 


locusta Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer locusta (Class 
Crustacea, Order Decapoda), paced on the oes List a pugeile Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1654 


locusta Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as aa in the combination Astacus locusta 
(a junior secondary homonym in the genus Asfacus Fabricius (J.C.), 1775, of 
locusta Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Cancer locusta), placed on 
the Official Index Kh Rejected a and Invalid epee Names in Nee aeey with Name 
No. 592 


Macrobrachium Bate, 1868 (Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1363, with Macrobrachium 
americanum Bate, 1868, as type species : : : 


gender of name 


Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 1953 (a junior objective synonym of Anopheles 
Meigen, 1818), placed on the Official D Index or pigeae! and Invalid Generic Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1254 


maculipennis Meigen, 1818, Anopheles (Class Insecta, Order ae designation of, 
under the Plenary Powers, to be the type species of Anopheles Meigen, 1818 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1613 


magna Claus, 1874, Conchaecia (Class Crustacea, Order Ostracoda), designation 
of, under the Plenary Powers, to be the type species of Conchoecia (emend. of 
Conchaecia) Dana (J.D.), 1849... ay 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in  7aaiaey sth Name No. 1590 


magnificus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, as published in the combination O*souphepus 
magnificus (Class Reptilia: Theropoda [Ichnites]), suppression of, under the 
Plenary Powers, for the BEEP ees of the Law of Priority but not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index of Rejected antl invalid | Specific Navies in Zoology 
with Name No. 565 .. 
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Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 (gies Insecta, Order Diptet), : Prone ee of, under 
the Plenary Powers { 


gender of name 


placed on the Official ae of Generic Nanes in Zoology wate Name is. 1342, 
with Culex titillans Walker, 1848, as type species .. 


mantelli Sowerby (J.), 1814, as published in the combination Ammonites mantelli 
(Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), pee? on the Coa List of Sree 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1634 : 


Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), placed on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1353, with Ammonites 
mantelli Sowerby (J.), 1814, as type species ; 


gender of name 


MANTELLICERATIDAE Hyatt, 1903 (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), placed 
on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Pagiesy with Name No. 267, with 
Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903, as type genus 


Martini (F.H.W.), 1767, Kurze Abhandlung von den Conchylien (the German 
translation of the work by Geoffroy (E.L.) entitled Traité Sommaire des Con 
published in the same year), rejection of, for nomenclatorial purposes 


addition of title of, to the Official Index us Ree and Invalid Works in Zoologica 
Nomenclature with Title No. 61 : 


maxillosus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Staphylinus maxillosus 
(Class Insecta, Order Coleoptera), ace’ on the in List oe Specie Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1612 


Megalopalpus Rober, 1886 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1368, with \ Mesalopates ba 
Rober, 1886, as type species 


gender of name 


melinus Hubner, 1818, as published in the combination Strymon melinus (Class 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), ples on the ie List wei SPEC Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1602 .. 


Metacalycoceras Spath, 1926 (a junior objective synonym of Calycoceras Hyatt, 


1900), placed on the Official Index oe. melas and Invalid Generic Names in ae 
with Name No. 1265... 


monitor Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta monitor (Class 
Reptilia), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the PUTP Ores of the Law 
of Priority but net for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index a Aged and Invalid Rea Naas in Zoology 
with Name No. 574 .. 


MUNTIACINAE Pocock, 1923 oe Meee validation of, under the Re 
Powers 


placed on the Official TAs of ie Gin INGE in Zoology with Nae Ne 258, 
with Muntiacus Rafinesque, 1815, as type genus 


musicus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus musicus (Class Aves), 
suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes of the Law of 
Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy. . 


placed on the Official Index a ee and Invalid lag Nee in Zoology 
with Name No. 582 .. 
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navicularis Mantell, 1822, as published in the combination Ammonites navicularis 
(Class Cephalopoda, Order Raoul: pads on the i List a ee 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1633. 


Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 1872 ees Crustacea, Order Deco); determination of 
gender of 


placed on the Official List of Generic Names in ebtaesy with Nanie Nal 1360, 
with Nephropsis stewarti Wood-Mason, 1872, as type species 


obtusa Montagu, 1803, as published in the combination Bulla obtusa (Class 
Gastropoda), protection of : 


placed on the Official List of Specific Renee in Lapelbeny in Nafue No. 1666 


ODOBAENIDAE Allen (J.A.), 1880 (an Invalid Original Spelling for ODOBENIDAE), 
placed on the Official Index of Bees and Invalid ee ae Names in POOIEY, 
with Name No. 290 a 


Odobaenus Fée, 1830 (an Invalid Emendation of Odobenus Brisson, 1762), placed 
on the Official Index os Sead and Invalid Generic Names in n Zoology with Name 
No. 1239 .. 


ODOBENIDAE ee of ODOBAENIDAE) Allen (J.A. ) 1880 Es Nene 
validation of, under the Plenary Powers : 


placed on the Official List of Family-Group Nees in Zoolegy with Nain 
No. 259, with Odobenus Brisson, 1762, as type genus , 


Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847 (Class Trilobita), all previous type selections for, 
set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Asaphus hausmanni Brongniatt, 1822, 
designated to be the type species of a : an eas it ‘ 


gender of name 
placed on the Official ae of Gare ome: in Uden ain Name No. 1329 


Oebia Hiibner, [1825], ruled to be an Invalid Ng Spelaue of Oeobia (ce 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera) 


placed on the Official Index oN Rejected Vaid ena Cones Wemes in Zoology 
with Name No. 1224 


Oedoia, ruled to be a Valid Emendation of Oebia Hiibner, Mae ca Insecta, 
Order Lepidoptera) 


suppression of, under the Piewiey Pawers. fer the Dunposs Of the ae of Priority 
but not for those of the Law of Homonymy.. 


placed on the Official Index a Peed and Invalid Gee NaS in Zoology 
with Name No. 1225 . 


Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology, names 
placed on : 


ACERIDAE Odhner, 1907 .. 

AGAMOIDEA Fitzinger, 1826 

AKERATIDAE Pilsbry, 1896 é 

ANOPHELINA Theobald, 1901  .. 

CENTRINI Cockerell (T.D.A.) & Cockerell cw. P. Ps 1901 
CERVULINAE Sclater, 1870 

CHRYSOPHANIDI Scudder (S.H. ye (1889) 

CONCHOECIDAE Sars, [1866] ae : 

ESTHERIADAE Packard, 1874 

ESTHERIDAE Claus, 1860. : 
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Page 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology, names 
placed on (contd.) : 
GLOBIGERINIDA Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862  .. oe ee is .. 214 
HALOCYPRIDAE Dana (J.D.), [1853] ae ee a ae ef Pe ih 4 
HEMISIINI Michener (C.D.), 1944 Pe Fee 3 3 ath x .. 394 
ODOBAENIDAE Allen (J.A.), 1880 ae ae ox a, she Be hs 121 
ORBULINIDA Schultze, 1854 ne ve a Pes at fs es .. 214 
OTOUPHEPODIDAE Lull, 1915 a be Ke ae Le ae ak £3 16 
PALEMONIA Rafinesque, 1815 .. a fe as = a Ar oe 340 
PALEMONIDAE Randall, 1839... a ae ay ee ae BS .. 340 
ROSMARIDAE Gill, 1866 .. 55 Ne ays ai oe ae 121 
STAPHYLINII Latreille, [1803- 1804) Be Babes yee Ae 5 Ae di 142 
STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825 . ie is we as aes 53 Seo SO 
STELLIONIDAE Gray (J. E.), "1825. as ae Se Bd Ai Si 368 
TURBINOIDAE d’Orbigny, 1840 .. os ha AG 5 5 35 .. 214 
Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Bogiee) names placed on : 

Acera Lamarck, 1812 .. ae oe he a aA a 67 
Acera Rafinesque, 1815. sn te AS ae Be; neh a6 a 67 
Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1846... Sb eke ae a Me a at 67 
Acera Agassiz (J.L.R.), 1848 .. ie ay on ue st att sie 67 
Aceras Locard, 1886 Les ti Hh ae a0 ous at a}. a 67 
Anodon Oken, 1815 ate ae i i as ae 305 
Anodonte Fischer de Waldheim, 1823 . = ae v6 oe 54 Ee 305 
Anodontes Cuvier, 1817 . a3 ate = ak ead MS =a 305 
Bithys Hubner, 1818 ie i a Ege as ie ie Ae he 89 
Boissonneauana Giebel, 1877 .. He ae at on ae ve A 188 
Boissonneauxia Simon, 1897 .. ae ¥ ve ue = uf ae 188 
Bythis Geyer, [1827-1831] ae a at a ie ne a ue 89 
Chrysophanus Hubner, 1818 .. he ok “es 4 ne a sh 89 
Conchaecia Dana (J.D.), 1849 .. efi ie ok os ar By ah 3 
Dictyoploca Krauss, [March] 1911 a arg Pas ie Ss Fite £3 131 
Estheria Riippell, 1837 .. Ss ae ag as ie a Le ‘Su, RIO 
Eucampe Gray (J.E.), 1847 : ys 3 a ae 65 Sue Be 67 
Globigenera Sowerby (G.B.), 1842 ee a we He ay, or ae ail 
Glochidium Rathke, 1797 ah Br ne a a 8 me 2 305 
Hemisia Klug, 1807 ae Bd ie ae Bs as KiB an iy 394 
Kotoceras Yabe, 1927 .. ay Be Pa a ae ae re a> Sl 
Leechia Tutt, [1907] a ae os os oe Bes ee) 90 
Maculipennia Buonomini & Mariani, 153004 oh i as a as 155 
Metacalycoceras Spath, 1926 .. We of ee Bie ae is oa 26M 
Odobaenus Fée, 1830 ... Ex ie ie #3 be a ao a 121 
Oebia Hiibner, [1825] .. ee a a a xe s He a 27 
Oecobia Hiibner, [1825] . a mG a ee a ae oh 27 
Otouphepus Cushman (J. ‘A. ), 1904 Wa m4 te He Me BES Be 15 
Palaemon Fabricius (J.C.), 1798 a a ae ne a a .. 340 
Palemon Duméril, [1805] ‘ ae eed ie Be bis ee Pe. 340 
Panoplites Gould, [October 1854] at, Ge Me We a Bs eer lisi7/ 
Panoplites Blanchard, 1901 : ee oe a ae Ax a See ST 
Panoplites Reichensperger, 1923 vi, ms Me ait ae ne ae 187 
Parapontia Rober, (1892) at ae ae fee see LE ae Me 380 
Saphylinus Gistel, 1856 .. = me a ae a old 
Slaphylinus Fairmaire & Germain, 1861 a bis BK fe a ae 141 
Staphhylinus Reed, 1874. . Ae ae ve ae a .. 141 
Staphilinus Brahm, 1790. . bi me a Ee Ad af i. .. 141 
Staphilynus Schaeffer, 1779 ae ae ms aA Ae ee Da pe 141 
Staphlinus Rau, 1944... Me By ae os ts er a5 141 
Staphylinius Redtenbacher, 1857 sts a ie ta a Be Me 142 
Staphylinns Perty, 1830 .. oe zis Alo a6 £4 A ae 142 


Staphytinus Dauguet, 1946 a ae a Be a Ae uA Be 142 
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Page 
ae one of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology, names placed on <i 
(contd.) : 
Stapilinus Berkenhout, 1795 _... te a a st a we = 142 
Staplylinus Thomson, 1860 a ze He BS “fe ope lao 
Stapyhlinus Fairmaire & Laboulbéne, 1856 .. fas Ms ae we =f tng sl 42. 
Stellio Daudin, [1802] .. ae Be at en ae aes scape OL 
Stophylinus Zetterstedt, 1828 .. ae of Ai ae as isin, 42, 
Taeniorhynchus Lynch- Arribalzaga, 1891 Gis as Se a ite os 187 
Tapaia Oken, 1816 , es ie Be Be a's 56) SEZ 
Tapaia Oken, 1817 ee 3 ie oe ae BS is oe se GY 
Tapaja Oken, 1816 nt ae = id ies Ae Be ae ms 362 
Tapaya Oken, 1817 at EG a ee a by a aye 362 
Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826 .. Be oe sé ae Ng at 3 Be 362 
Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825 ae ia at ae ov oe A eas OO: 
Tingra Boisduval, 1847 .. ae aa oe a 380 
Toxorhynchites [Theobald MS. ] Howard, June 1901. oe as Sys aie 167 
Utriculus Brown ae T.),  egie 3 : aN he a or pa 405) 
Vitrella Swainson, 1840 . 6 Ail we ie aes ae aA 67 
Vitrella Clessin, 1877 Ae Me Ng we es ce Be ae Br 67 
Vivipara Martini, WS ae a eee lls 
Official Index of Invalid and Rejected Speci Names in n Zooloey, names placed on: 
adspersus Tilesius, 1818, Penaeus § . 340 
akera Gmelin (J.F. ),(1891], Bulla mie = oa He i at] es 68 
alba Kanmacher, 1798, Voluta .. si a ae as oe 2s , 405 
anonyma Lewis (W. A. Ns 1872, Limenitis = Be ne ig ap 313 
camilla [Denis & Schiffermiiller], iW: Papilio a3 ake ms ae a: 313 
canaliculata Linnaeus, 1758, Bulla aya ae ae ae ae af 67 
colonorum Daudin, [1802], Agama Se oe ne Bs ate ae a A362 
communis Anslijn, 1826, Palaemon ah oe Hi ne ap ee .. . 340 
dananus Hitchcock, 1845, Eubrontes .. ie Be ae ae aS es 15 
dimidiata Olivier, 1789, Apis .. an we ue id ua oe se O94: 
dimidiata Gmelin (J.F.), [1790], Apis .. oa w Big ate a i 394 
donovani Gray (J.E.), 1847, Eucampe .. dies a oa es a Bc 68 
dracaena Linnaeus, 1766, Lacerta ; ee ae te ae Ae nM 79 
erytropterus Linnaeus, 1758, Staphylinus se ae Re bee x ve 142 
innominata Lewis (W. ‘A. ), 1872, Neptis 3 ws oe Si is ee Sit ks) 
locusta Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, Astacus. . =e Pe ee # a 340 
magnificus Cushman (J.A.), 1904, Otouphepus. oe Be ae ae oe 15 
monitor Linnaeus, 1758, Lacerta oe ah et a iy 719 
musicus Linnaeus, 1758, Turdus as ae nes aie at 2 Ol 
punctatissimus Bosc, [1801- —1802], Penaeus . : ae a ae ae oy 340 
punctatus Briinnich, 1781, Trilobus .. 44 
punctatus, all uses of, in combination with ’ Entomostracites Wablenberg, 1821, 
prior to Wahlenberg, UCYAL 3 es ae iy Ps an 3 ay 44 
regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798, Bulla .. a oe Ae Ia £r “k 405 
retusa Maton & Rackett, 1807, Bulla .. aa on sae ah a mS 177 
rutillus Theobald, 1901, Megarhinus .. ue ee a By Ae he 167 
salvaquardia Laurenti, 1768, Stellio .. aa i 4 wi an nas 79 
semicostatus Paulcke, 1906, Hoplites .. ae a be AY 255.243 
sillimanium Hitchcock, 1847, Brontozoum ws ue Rs ae oe 33 15 
spuria Krauss, 1848, Aplysia .. ad a ah ss Ds an Pie nr) 
squilla Linnaeus, 1758, Cancer .. _ a Ba ses ee Ag ot 340 
truncata Adams (J.), 1800, Bulla Pu ae as as aft i: LVL TT 
umbilicata Roding, 1798, Bulla no ts ae ne aS es be ilg/7/ 
undulalis Hiibner, 1796, Pyralis.. ae fe He car 2 


Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Works in i aanhal aa eee titles of works 
placed on: 
Boys (W.) & Walker (G.), [1784], Testacea Minuta Rariora, ... London Br eA, 
Martini (F.H.W.), 1767, Kurze Abhandlung von den Conchylien  .. Br yet ull 
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Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology, names placed on : 


AGAMIDAE (correction of AGAMOIDEA) Fitzinger, 1826 
AKERIDAE Pilsbry, 1893 .. an 

ANCHISAURIPODIDAE Lull, 1904 . 

ANOPHELINAE (correction of ANOPHELINA) T heobald, 1901 


CENTRIDINI (correction of CENTRINI) Cockerell (T. D. A.) & Cockerell ee P. ), 1901 


CONCHOECIIDAE (correction of concrete) Sars, [1866] . 
CYZICIDAE Stebbing, 1910 : we 
ENCRINURIDAE Angelin, 1854 


GLOBIGERINIDAE (correction of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker & J ones, 1862. 


HALOCYPRIDIDAE (correction of pee ee Dana (J.D. ) ee 
LABECERATIDAE Spath, 1925 a : ae : : 
LIPTENINAE ROber (J.), (1892) 

MANTELLICERATIDAE Hyatt, 1903 

MUNTIACINAE Pocock, 1923 a 

ODOBENIDAE (correction of ODOBAENIDAE) Allen (J.A. 1880 
ORBULINIDAE (correction of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854 a 
PALAEMONIDAE (correction of PALEMONIA) Rafinesque, 1815. 
PENTILINI Aurivillius, [1921] ae se 

RETUSIDAE Thiele, 1931 

STAPHYLINIDAE (correction of STAPHYLINI) Latreille, (1803- 1804] 
STRYMONIDI Tutt, [1907] ae 5 3 
TOXORHYNCHITINAE Theobald, 1905 


Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, names confirmed in their position on : 


Anodonta Lamarck, 1799 
Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828 


Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, names placed on : 


Agama Daudin, [1802] .. 

Akera Miiller (O.F.), 1776 
Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897 
Anchisauripus Lull, 1904 

Anopheles Meigen, 1818.. 
Apterembia Ross, 1957 .. 
Astacopsis, Huxley, [1879] 
Boissonneaua Reichenbach, [March 1854) 
Calycoceras Hyatt, 1900.. F 
Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912 

Centris Fabricius (J. or ), 1804 
Cephalomutilla André, (1908) . 
Conchoecia (emend. of Conchaecia) Dana Ce 1D). » 1849 
Creophilus Samouelle, 1819 ae 
Cyzicus Audouin, IRS oe 
Damesites Matsumoto, 1942... 
Dictyoploca Jordan, [October] 1911 
Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 5 
Estheria Robineau- Desvoidy, 1830 
Eucalycoceras Spath, 1923 ae 
Eulaema Le Peletier, 1841 
Globigerina d’Orbigny, 1826 .. 
Halocypris Dana (J.D.), [1853] 
Hellula Guénée, 1854 .. 
Hoplitoplacenticeras Paulcke, 1906 
Kotoceras Kobayashi, 1934 
Labeceras Spath, 1925 .. 

Leander Desmarest (E.), 1849 
Liptena Westwood, [1851] 
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394 
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213 
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Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, names placed on (contd.) : 


Macrobrachium Bate, 1868 
Mansonia Blanchard, 1901 
Mantelliceras Hyatt, 1903 
Megalopalpus Rober, 1886 - 
Nephropsis Wood-Mason, 1872. 
Odontochile Hawle & Corda, 1847 
Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839 
Palaemon Weber, 1795 
Pandalopsis Bate, 1888 

Pentila Westwood, [1851] 
Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 1915 
Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 

Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827 
Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758 2 
Strymon Hubner, 1818 .. 
Strymonidia Tutt, [1908] 

Telipna Aurivillius, 1895. 
Toxorhynchites Theobald, ‘July 1901 
Traumatomutilla André, 1901 
Udea Guénée, 1844 a 


Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, names placed on, determination of gender 


of : 


Alpheopsis Coutiére, 1897 
Astacopsis Huxley, [1879] 
Caridinopsis Bouvier, 1912 s 
Nephropsis Wood- Mason, 1872 
Pandalopsis Bate, 1888 
Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 1915 


Official List of Specific Names in Zoology, names placed on : 


acraea Westwood, [1851], Telipna 
adspersus Rathke, 1837, Palaemon 
agama Linnaeus, 1758, "Lacerta 

alba Brown (Captain a)! 1827, Volvaria 
americanum Bate, 1868, Macrobr. achium 
amplus Bate, 1888, Pandalopsis 
augustifrons Dalman, [1827], Asaphus 
bengalensis Daudin, [1802], Tupinambis 
brevipalpis Theobald, November 1901, Toxorhynchites 
bryani Whitehouse, 1926, Labeceras 
bullata Miller (O. F. ) 1776, Akera : 
bulloides d’Orbigny, 1826, Globigerina. ; 
camilla Linnaeus, 1763, Papilio 
cantianus Spath, 1926, Mantelliceras 
cercocyrta Krauss, 1911, Dictyoploca .. 
chevalieri Bouvier, 1912, Caridinopsis 
claviger Meigen, 1804, Culex 

comanthi Borradaile, 1915, Pontoniopsis 
cristata Meigen, 1826, Dexia .. a 
dahalacensis Ruppell, 1837, Estheria 
damesi Jimbo, 1894, Desmoceras 
diabolica Gerstaecker, 1874, Mutilla 
dimidiata Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, Apis 
elegans Rathke, 1837, Palaemon 


erythropterus (emend. of erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, ” Staphylinus . 
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Page 
Official List of Specific Names in Peeeey names aaa on kena 

ferrugalis Hiibner, 1796, Pyralis : : ik ae 2) 
flavescens Loddiges, 1832, Trochilus .. ae Bic Me ye a a 187 
franklinii Gray (J.E.), 1845, Astacus ae at a ave ae 235) 
graviceps André, 1903, Ephuta (Traumatomutilla) ae am as ifs pee 11005) 
haemorrhoidalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1775, Apis .. Ae Pr ie ee yo B83 
hausmanni Brongniart, 1822, Asaphus .. Ar on a Lae 1 aa 44 
hispida Linnaeus, 1758, Lacerta iy aa ie ee se ae sisted Ol 
iliacus Linnaeus, 1758, Turdus .. Re ol oe Ba ais “fs = eZ Ol 
indica Linnaeus, 1758, Mutilla ~~ a BM, a ae iy sate anlOS 
inflata Dana (J.D.), 1849, Conchaecia .. ane ve a Se the ie 3 
leucophaeus Hubner, 1818, Bithys a uy ae a a ne we 89 
locusta Linnaeus, 1758, Cancer ; a Be ae BK su nc 340 
maculipennis Meigen, 1818, Anopheles” Ais tate Bi oe ee Pena wll) 
magna Claus, 1874, Conchaecia ae ae et at BS a 3 
mantelli Sowerby, (J. ), 1814, Ammonites Bs ve i 3 a ee AOI 
maxillosus Linnaeus, 1758, Staphylinus ae aS Me x aha .. 141 
melinus Hubner, 1818, Strymon ie: te 2 a ai he 4 89 
navicularis Mantell, 1822, Ammonites .. ise ae Wi a Be Pee 2457/ 
obtusa Montagu, 1803, Bulla .. fs Eas ae Sy ae ae .. 405 
orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, Lacerta .. ae site a a 5 be 361 
padi Linnaeus, 1758, Aphis ais - a as $6 so Se pete) 5)I 
parvula March, 1863, Aplysia .. a oe - Oe Be pean 222)5) 
pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 1896, Ammonites .. 2a Be oe Ss fee 207 
plasticus Paulcke, 1906, Hoplites an = Me sie Ps os 24s 
punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, Entomostr acites.. = ae ifs ae xe 44 
reducta Staudinger, 1901, Limenitis Schiff. var. ae ae sk ane oe 313 
rivularis Scopoli, 1763, Papilio nA Re * Pe Pe eh Sit oils} 
rustica Olivier, 1789, Apis ai A es ud sh ay ae ve 394 
rutila Coquillett, 1896, Megarhinus .. a ty, 4 uh at 20 167 
salvator Laurenti, 1768, Stellio Ae Bye ih Ps an ar 79 
schiffermulleri [sic] Higgins, 1933, Limenitis |. be ie ays i parage tS) L5) 
sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, Or nithoidichnites ii ma te Ae Be 15 
simla Westwood, 1847, Saturnia Bs she vs sh mi Re ee 131 
simplex Rober, 1886, Megalopalpus .. ae ve gh ne Es SB 80 
soluta Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], Bulla a me a ae ae nfs is 67 
stewarti Wood-Mason, 1872, Nephropsis sg a ws ae ie soa (e286 
subgentoni Spath, 1926, Mantelliceras .. Ae Xa aa ws Ne af 267 
taeniorhynchus Wiedemann, 1821, Culex a Be es ae $5 $8 187 
tenuicornis Say, 1818, Palaemon » eat a oe af = ifs 339 
tetracera Krynicki, 1830, Limnadia .. 0 kos ae ae ae ee 227 
thalia Leech, [1893], Thecla Ss Fae oe Me te Bs at ee 89 
titillans Walker, 1848, Culex .. ae s8 sf ae NS ate Fr 187 
titus Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, Hesperia .. oy ee xe bine al ee ae 89 
trispinosus Stimpson, 1860, Betaeus .. ae a Fie oa a: .. 286 
tropicalis Boisduval, 1847, Tingra de a a ane mi Ag ie 380 
truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], Bulla ite se co Me B55 38 “sa 177 
typicum Kobayashi, 1934, Kotoceras .. ae ras ne 3s ne ue aol 
umbilicata Montagu, 1803, Bulla : Se oy ct: 8 Pee ET 
undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, Phalaena ea Le e a ge oF Dil 
undularis Hewitson, [1866], Liptena oe fee eae a a Af Heber oksi0, 
universa d’Orbigny, 1839, Orbulina .. a me re we <i yn ae. 
viscivorus Linnaeus, 1758, Turdus ai oe Pe oe “te ir eer Ol 
zymna Westwood, [1851], Pentila te ny ne oF #4 ee CT: \0) 


orbicularis Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Lacerta orbicularis 
(Class Reptilia), placed on the a List ae ee Names in ieee with 
Name No. 1655 .. Eye a 361 
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Page 
Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839 (Class Rhizopoda), placed on the Official List of Generic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1345, with Orbulina universa @’ eee 1839, 
as type species 213 
gender of name 213 
ORBULINIDA Schultze, 1854 (an Invalid Original Spelling for ORBULINIDAE), placed 
_on the Official Index of Begeied, and Invalid Famil ep enON Names in Spas with 
Name No. 294... 214 
ORBULINIDAE (correction Of ORBULINIDA) Schultze, 1854 (ane aan Sat 
under the Plenary Powers, to take precedence below GLOBIGERINIDAE ee 
of GLOBIGERINIDA) Carpenter, Parker & Jones, 1862. F 2N8 
placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with Neias mot 264, 
with Orbulina d’Orbigny, 1839, as type genus 313-214 
OTOUPHEPODIDAE Lull, 1915 (invalid (Declaration 20) because name of type genus 
suppressed under the Plenary Powers), placed on the Official Index oe nah 
and Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 284 .. 16 
Otouphepus Cushman (J.A.), 1904 (Class Reptilia : Theropoda [Ichnites]), suppression 
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the pumeess of the Law of Puen but not for 
those of the Law of Homonymy IS} 
placed on the Official Index oh rielecteg a Jere aot Nanies in Zoology 
with Name No. 1223 15 
padi Linnaeus, 1758, Aphis (Class Insecta, Order Hemiptera), mer preriion of, 
under the Plenary Powers, by reference to Schrank, 1801 .. his ae 331 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1649 331 
Palaemon Weber, 1795 (Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), Palaemon adspersus 
Rathke, 1837, to be cited, under the Plenary Powers, as type species of were 
gender of name 339 
placed on the Official ihe of Conti IC ie in Fistbes a Nee No. 1361 339 
Palaemon Fabricius (J.C.), 1798 (a junior homonym of, and a junior objective 
synonym of, Palaemon Weber, 1795), placed on the Official Index oh Boies and 
Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1270 ... 340 
PALAEMONIDAE (correction of PALEMONIA) Rafinesque, 1815 (Class Crustacea, Order 
Decapoda), placed on the Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with 
Name No. 268, with Palaemon Weber, 1795, as type genus. : 340 
Palemon Duméril, [1805] (an Invalid Emendation of Palaemon Fabricius (J.C.), 1798), 
placed on the "Official Index oh paces and Invalid Generic Names in Peele 
with Name No. 1271  .... 340 
PALEMONIA Rafinesque, 1815 (an Invalid Original Spelling for PALAEMONIDAE), placed 
on the Official Index a Borge”, and Invalid A Ramil Gone Names in fein: 
with Name No. 298 : 340 
PALEMONIDAE Randall, 1839 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for PALAEMON- 
IDAE), placed on the Official Index of Beecied and Invalid Eamaly Grow) Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 299 .. E 340 
Pandalopsis Bate, 1888 Ce Crustacea, Order arcu determination of TNE pes 
of Bt 
placed on the Official Lise cy Cones ic iene in Easiness with Nate Ne, 1357, with nae 


Pandalopsis amplus Bate, 1888, as type species 
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Panoplites Gould, [October 1854] (a junior objective synonym of Boissonneaua 
Reichenbach, [March 1854]), placed on the Official Index a Rejeeied and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1257 Ae 


Panoplites Blanchard, 1901 (a junior homonym of Panoplites Gould, [1854]), placed 
on the Official Index OR Rose and Invalid Generic Names in n Fee with 
Name No. 1258 .. ‘ 


Panoplites Reichensperger, 1923 (a junior homonym of Py aet : Gould, [1854)), 
placed on the Official Index of ieee and Invalid Generic Names in Pee 
with Name No. 1259 _ _.... 


Parapontia Rober, (1892) (a junior Seeeae synonym of aie Westwood, [1851)), 
placed on the Official Index oh Boeeree and Invalid Generic Names in ae” 
with Name No. 1280 .. 


parvula Morch, 1863, as “antares in the combination Aplysia parvula (Cass 


Gastropoda), protection of, under the Plenary Powers 
placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Nene No. 1644 


pentagonus Jukes-Browne, 1896, as published in the combination Ammonites 
pentagonus (Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), emer on the pees 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1635 , 


Pentila Westwood, [1851] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), validation of, under 
the Plenary Powers, a geseusuen of Es ene Boisduval, 1847, as type 
species of é tk 


gender of name 
placed on the Official List of Gaieic Noes in Zeplbey with Nate Ne 1366 


PENTILINI Aurivillius, [1921] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the 
Official List of Family- Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 271, with Pentila 
Westwood, [1851], as type genus 


Phrynosoma Wiegmann, 1828 (Class Reptilia), confirmation of position of, on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, on which Mee by the Ruling ewe 
in Opinion 92, and substitution of revised entry for.. 


plasticus Paulcke, 1906, Hoplites (Class Cephalopoda, Order “Ammonetemn 
designation of, under the Plenary Powers, to be the mips apes of Hoplito- 
placenticeras Paulcke, SOG ee Et : 


interpretation of 
placed on the Official Dist of Specific Wonies in ones with Maine No. 1629 


Pontoniopsis Borradaile, 1915 (lass Crustacea, Order Deewody, determination of 
gender of 


placed on the Official ase of Gants NOES in wie stk Nae Ne 1358, 
with Pontoniopsis comanthi Borradaile, 1915, as type species 


Ptychopyge Angelin, 1854 (Class Trilobita), all previous type selections for, set aside 
under the Plenary Powers, and aroun age NOES Dalman, Bee designated 
to be the type species of.. 3 ‘ 


gender of name 
placed on the Official fe of Geiare Rana in sTenibey itl Name No. 1330 


punctatissimus Bosc, [1801-1802] as published in the combination Penaeus 
punctatissimus (Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), suppression of, under the 


Plenary Powers, for the BEEpeses of the Law of Erion but not for those of the 
Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index of Rejected a Invalid Specific Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 591 .. 
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punctatus Brinnich, 1781, as published in the combination Trilobus punctatus (Class 
Trilobita), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the purposes both of the 
Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index of pRalecied and Invalid Specific NaweS in Zoology 
with Name No. 569 .. 


punctatus, all uses of, in combination with the generic name Trilobus Briinnich, 1781, 
subsequent to Brunnich, 1781, and prior to publication of, by Wahlenberg, 1821, 
in combination with the generic name Entomostracites Wahlenberg, 1821 (Class 
Trilobita), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the poe both of 
the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy .. a 


placed on the Official Index wy, ners and Invalid wSneeuic wanes in Zoology 
with Name No. 570 .. 


punctatus Wahlenberg, 1821, Entomostracites (Class Trilobita), validation of, under 
the Plenary Powers, and designation of, under the same Powers, to be the type 
species of Encrinurus Emmrich, 1844 3 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zeotoay wth Name No. 1595 


reducta Staudinger, 1901, as published in the combination Limenitis camilla Schiff. 
var. reducta (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), ae on the pee List a 
Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1646 


regulbiensis Kanmacher, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla regulbiensis 
(Class Gastropoda), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the DOSS 
of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index a ce and Invalid Se Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 597 .. 


Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827 (Class Gastropoda), placed on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1371, with Bulla obtusa Montel 
1803, as type species : : : 


gender of name 


retusa Maton & Rackett, 1307, as RabESHedai in ie combination Bulla retusa 
(a junior objective synonym of truncata Adams (J.), 1800, as published in the 
combination Bulla truncata, and a junior objective synonym of truncatula Bruguiere, 
[1792], as published in the combination Bulla truncatula), placed on the Official 
Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 580 .. 


RETUSIDAE Thiele, 1931 (Class Gastropoda), placed on the Official List of Family-Group 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 568, with Retusa Brown (Cain T. ) 1827, 
as type genus ; f 


rivularis Scopoli, 1763, Papilio (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), to be inieuptel’ 
by reference to the lectotype selected by Hemming (F.) (1959) ; 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1648 


ROSMARIDAE Gill, 1866 (Class Mammalia), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index of Roeceda and Invalid Fans Gaon Names in jean 
with Name No. 289 . 


rustica Olivier, 1789, as published in the combination Apis rustica “(Class Insecta, 
Order Hymenoptera), placed on the Cue cial List a BheCie Names in aul 
with Name No. 1665 .... 


rutila Coquillett, 1896, as Pe eitiea in the combination pa ene rutila (Class 
Insecta, Order Diptera), pees on the ey List a Specie Names in ees: 
with Name No. 1616 .. 
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rutillus Theobald, 1901, as published in the combination Megarhinus rutillus (an 
Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for rutila Coquillett, 1896, as published in the 
combination Megarhinus rutila), placed on the Official Index a Roe and 
Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 578 : 


salvaquardia Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination Stellio salvaquardia 
(Class Reptilia), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the pe of the 
Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index of Sana and Invalid gp eecuic Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 576 .. 


salvator Laurenti, 1768, as published in the combination Stellio salvator (Class 
Reptilia), protection of, under the Plenary Powers as 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Nude No. 1601 


Saphylinus Gistel, 1856 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758), placed on the Official Index of Rojetied and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1241 .. 


schiffermulleri [sic] Higgins, 1933, as pubic’ in ane coining Lime 
schiffermulleri [sic] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Official 
List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1647 ne : 


semicostatus Paulcke, 1906, as published in the combination Hoplites wate 
semicostatus (a junior objective synonym of plasticus Paulcke, 1906, as published 
in the combination Hoplites plasticus), placed on the Official Index of Be and 
Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 583 


sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, as published in the connie Omithowiernes 
sillimani (Class Reptilia : Theropoda [Ichnites)), pisces on the ‘Osa List oh 
Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1592 


sillimanium Hitchcock, 1847, as published in the sews Brontozoum ieee 
(a junior objective synonym of sillimani Hitchcock, 1843, as published in the 
combination Ornithoidichnites sillimani), placed on the Official Index oy ee 
and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 567. 


simla Westwood, 1847, as published in the combination Saturnia ite (Class meee 
Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Ros List Bh ee Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 1609 .... 


simplex Rober, 1886, as Aes in es Pate NMssnitaiae ie: (Class 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), oe on the Dies List oh mie Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1661 .. 


Slaphylinus Fairmaire & Germain, 1861 ate Erroneous Siissidtone Spelling £6 
Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index a Rojee and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1242 ae 


soluta Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], as published in the ee aa Bulla ie (Class 
eaesee placed on the Opiciak List of ee Names in Horeey with Name 
0. 1599 .. 


spuria Krauss, 1848, as iapnehed in aie saa ae spuria " (Class 
Gastropoda), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the pues of the 
Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy.. 


placed on the Official Index oy gee and Invalid ie Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 584 .. 


squilla Linnaeus, 1758, as ssapiiched in the caakann es Cancer ae (Class 
Crustacea, Order Decapoda), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the 
purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index a poe and Invalid er Names in me 
with Name No. 588 .. 5 
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Staphylinus Reed, 1874 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758), placed on the Official Index oh Beeeied and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1243 .. 


Staphilinus Brahm, 1790 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index of paced and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1244 : 


Staphilynus Schaeffer, 1779 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index of Bae and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1245 es 


Staphlinus Rau, 1944 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758), placed on the Official Index of Beers and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1246 .. 


STAPHYLINIDAE (correction of STAPHYLINII) Latreille, [1803-1804] (Class Insecta, 
Order Coleoptera), placed on the Official List of Family- Group Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 260, with Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758, as type genus 


STAPHYLINU Latreille, [1803-1804] (an Invalid Original Spelling for STAPHYLINIDAE), 
placed on the Official Index of Rogaed and Invalid Bays roe Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 291 .. 


Staphylinius Redtenbacher, 1857 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the aoe Index a porcete? and Invalid Generic Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1247 : : 


Staphylinns Perty, 1830 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus Linnaeus, 
1758), placed on the Official Index a i and Invalid Generic Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1248. 


Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758 (Class Insecta, Order Coleoptera), all previous type 
selections for, set aside under the Plenary Powers, and Staphylinus erythropterus 
(emend. of erytropterus) Linnaeus, 1758, designated to be the type species of 


gender of name 
placed on the Official List of Génovie neues in Lene with Naine No. 1338 


Staphytinus Dauguet, 1946 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index of Races and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1249 LA 


Stapilinus Berkenhout, 1795 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index of Rasen and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1250 } 


Staplylinus Thomson, 1860 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index of ReIeees and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1251 a 


Stapyhlinus Fairmaire & Laboulbéne, 1856 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for 
Staphylinus Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1252 i 


Stellio Daudin, [1802] (a junior homonym of Ste//io Laurenti, 1768), placed on the 
Official Index of BEES and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology \ with Name No. 
1278 


STELLIONIDAE Bell, 1825 (invalid because the name of type genus is a junior homonym 
of a generic name of older date), placed on the Official Index of Rejeated and 
Invalid Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 301 ; 
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STELLIONIDAE Gray (J.E.), 1825 (a junior objective synonym of STELLIONIDAE Bell, 
1825 ; invalid also because name of type genus is a junior homonym of a generic 
name of older date) placed on the Official Index oF ee and Invalid | Pare 
Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 302.. 


stewarti Wood-Mason, 1872, as published in the combination Nephropsis stewarti 
(Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), pied on the Oia t List oF SPECS Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1643 


Stophylinus Zetterstedt, 1828 (an Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for Staphylinus 
Linnaeus, 1758), placed on the Official Index of pores and Invalid Generic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1253 : 


Strymon Hubner, 1818 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1332, with Sa melinus 
Hubner, 1818, as type species : . 


gender of name 


STRYMONIDI Tutt, [1907] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Official 
List of Family- Gr oup Names in Care with Name No. 257, with Sees Hubner, 
1818, as type genus : 


Strymonidia Tutt, [1908] (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Official 
List of Generic Names in Foote) with Name No. 1333, with Thecla thalia Leech, 
[1893], as type species 


gender of name 


subgentoni Spath, 1926, as published in the combination Mantelliceras subgentoni 
(Class Cephalopoda, Order Ammonoidea), pled on the ae List of aes 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1636 : 


Taeniorhynchus Lynch-Arribalzaga, 1891 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), suppression 
of, under the Plenary Powers, for the Durpencs of the Law of we but not for 
those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index a! nee and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 1256 : 


taeniorhynchus Wiedemann, 1821, as published in the combination Culex taenio- 
rhynchus (Class Insecta, ‘Order Diptera), ves on the ahs List oy Seer 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1620 


Tapaia Oken, 1816 (an Invalid Original Spelling for Tapaja Oken, 1816), placed on 
the Official Index af EC and Invalid Generic Names in in Zoology with Name 
No. 1274 .. 


Tapaia Oken, 1817 (Class Reptilia), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for 
the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index atk Reed and Invalid Generic Names in Fenleey 
with Name No. 1273 : 


Tapaja Oken, 1816 (a spelling selected in preference to Tapaia Oken, 1816, to be 
the Valid Original Spelling ; invalid because published in a work rejected for 
nomenclatorial purposes), placed on the Official Index oF Rejected and Invalid 
Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1272 : ae atts 3 


Tapaya Oken, 1817 (an Invalid Original Spelling for Tapaia Oken, 1817), placed 
on the Official Index a rhe and Invalid Generic Names in a with 
Name No. 1275 .. ‘ 
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Tapaya Fitzinger, 1826 (Class Reptilia), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index oy sect and Invalid Generic Names in Feeney 
with Name No. 1277 


Tapayia Gray (J.E.), 1825 (Class Reptilia), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, 
for the purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index of pies and Invalid Generic Names in pect? 
with Name No. 1276 


Telipna Aurivillius, 1895 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Official 
List of Generic "Names in Zoology with Name No. 1367, with ee acraea 
Westwood, [1851], as type species a f : an Ve 


gender of name 


tenuicornis Say, 1818, as published in the combination Palaemon tenuicornis (Class 
Crustacea, Order Decapoda), plese on the eeneral List oh PPC Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1651 .. 


tetracera Krynicki, 1830, as published in the combination Limnadia tetracera 
(Class Crustacea, Order Conchostraca), aes on the Obicial List ai ppeciic 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 1626 


thalia Leech, [1893], as published in the combination Thecla thalia (Class Insecta, 
Order Lepidoptera), placed on the Chea List oe Sverne Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 1603... 


Tingra Boisduval, 1847 (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), suppression of, under 
the Plenary Powers, for the DUEDOSES of the Law of Ey but not for those of 
the Law of Homonymy . 


placed on the Official Tiago eh Rejected ia lew Cane eres on Zoology 
with Name No. 1279 


titillans Walker, 1848, as published in the combination Culex titillans von Insecta, 
Order Diptera), placed | on the Oe List ar poi Names in pe Aoviesy with 
Name No. 1619 .. 


titus Fabricius (J.C.), 1793, as usebed in the combination Hesperia titus (Class 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), pisces on the pee List oo apeeiie Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1605 .. 


Toxorhynchites [Theobald MS.] Howard, June 1901 (Class Insecta, Order Shas) 
suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the DHupess both of the Law of 
Priority and of the Law of Homonymy 


placed on the Official Index af aelccied and Invalid Genie ee in Zoology 
with Name No. 1255 


Toxorhynchites Theobald, July 1901 es Insecta, Order Diptera), validation of, 
under the Plenary Powers ; 
gender of name 
placed on the Official List of ee Sen in Gone re Naine Ne 1341, 
with Toxorhynchites brevipalpis Theobald, November 1901, as type species 


TOXORHYNCHITINAE Theobald, 1905 (Class Insecta, Order Diptera), placed on the 
Official List of Family-Group Names in Zoology with Name No. 262, with Toxo- 
rhynchites Theobald, 1901, as type genus 


Traumatomutilla André, 1901 (Class Insecta, Order ens A ih oF on the 
Official List of Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1335, with Mutilla 
indica Linnaeus, 1758, as type species ; 


gender of name 
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trispinosus Stimpson, 1860, as published in the combination Betaeus trispinosus 
(Class Crustacea, Order Decapoda), plavedse on the Wes List a Spreie Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1638 


tropicalis Boisduval, 1847, Tingra (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), designation of, 
under the Plenary Powers, to be the type species of Pentila Westwood, [1851] 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1659 


truncata Adams (J.), 1800, as published in the combination Bulla truncata (a junior 
homonym of truncata Gmelin (J.F.), [1791], as published in the combination 
Bulla truncata, and a junior objective synonym of truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], as 
published in the combination Bulla truncatula), placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 579 : at 


truncatula Bruguiére, [1792], Bulla (Class Gastropoda), interpretation of, under the 
Plenary Powers, by reference to specimen used by Adams (J.) in 1800 f 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1617 


TURBINOIDAE d’Orbigny, 1840 (invalid because not based upon the name of an 
included genus), placed on the Official Index of ei and Invalid id Ee 
Names in Zoology with Name No. 295 


typicum Kobayashi, 1934, as published in the combination Kotoceras typicum (Class 
Cephalopoda, Order Nautiloidea), Bleed on the fi aes List a mee Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1631 


Udea Guénée, 1844 (Class Insecta, Order Pepidopirn2), Prot ceN of, under the 
Plenary Powers ; 


gender of name 


placed on the Official ee of chee None in Zach sth Nees No. 1327, 
with Pyralis ferrugalis Hubner, 1796, as type species 


umbilicata Roding, 1798, as published in the combination Bulla umbilicata (Class 
Gastropoda), suppression of, under the Plenary Powers, for the pure both of 
the Law of Priority and of the Law of Homonymy. . 
placed on the Official Index or Heleeied and Invalid d Specific Names in Zoology 
with Name No. 581 .. 


umbilicata Montagu, 1803, as published in aoe combination Bulla umbilicata (Class 
Gastropoda), validation of, under the Plenary Powers ae 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with NEO. No. 1618 


undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published in the combination Phalaena undalis 
(Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), piace’ on the Wea List oF SECS Names 
in Zoology with Name No. 1593 


undulalis Hubner, 1796, as published in the combination Pyralis undulalis (an 
Erroneous Subsequent Spelling for undalis Fabricius (J.C.), 1781, as published 
in the combination Phalaena undalis), placed on the Official Index of Ree and 
Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 568 ie 


undularis Hewitson, [1866], Liptena (Class Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), designation 
of, under the Plenary Powers, to be the type species of Liptena Westwood, [1851]. . 


placed on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with Name No. 1658 


universa d’Orbigny, 1839, as published in the combination Orbulina universa (Class 
Rhizopoda), i on the ee, List ek Spaces Names in ie with Name 
No. 1625 .. 


Page 


285 


379 
380 


177 


177 
pee Le) 


214 


251 


27 
2) 


27 


177 
177 


177 
177 


2 


27 


379 
380 


213 


Volume 20 


Utriculus Brown (Captain T.), [1844] (a junior homonym of Utriculus Schumacher, 
1817, and a junior objective synonym of Retusa Brown (Captain T.), 1827), placed 
on the Official Index a us and Invalid Generic Names in yp aneloey with 
ae No. 1282 .. 


viscivorus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the combination Turdus viscivorus (Class 
Aves), placed on the O fical List of SeCiuey: Names in Sa te with Name No. 
1623 - F 


Vitrella Swainson, 1840 (a junior objective synonym of Akera Miiller (O. F), 1776), 
placed on the Official Index of feed and Invalid Generic Names in ort 
with Name No. 1231 aye Be 3 F 


Vitrella Clessin, 1877 (a junior homonym of Vitrella Swainson, 1840), placed on the 
Official Index Rocce and Invalid Generic Names in eee with Name 
INO. 71233": : 


Vivipara Martini, 1767 (a fea etre: on the ae Index of Aes and 
Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with Name No. 1238 , 


zymna Westwood, [1851], as published in the combination Pentila zymna (Class 
Insecta, Order Lepidoptera), Pesce on the pore List oF ae Names in 
Zoology with Name No. 1662 .. 
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